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HIGHLIGHTS OF THE FINDINGS

OVERALL RATE

The percentage 0 recent high school graduates-enterimg college in Cali-
fornia in the Fall 1983 term fell below 60 to 57.2 for the first time
since 1978, whelk Community College enrollments hat dropped dramaticaly
following approval by the -voters of Proposition 13' to ,reduce ptoperty
taxes supporting Community Colleges and othei local governmental services.

. ,

The nuebet of high school graduates decreased between 1981-82 and 1982-83,
as well as the overall college-going rate, with the result that almost
14,000 fewer first - \time freshmen from California high schools =roiled in
the State's colleges and universities than in the previous fill tertf.

UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA RATES

The University's rare increased from 6.4 percent for $he Fall 1982 term
to 7.0 for Fall 1983 -- the largest peicentage increase during. the ten-
year period for which. college-going rates have been computed. by the
Commission.

The University increased its take of first-time freshmen from California
high schools by about 1,400 students between 1982 and-1983, in spite of
the decrease in the number of high school graduates during this period.

Among the 32 counties with at least 1,000 high salami gradustss ih 1982-83,
11 increased their rate of enrollment in the University by at least one
percentage point over Fall 1982, while nine had a slightly lower rate for
Fall 1983 and 12 remained about the same.

All but two'Univirsity campuses enrolled morefreshmen from California
high schools in the Fall 1983 terms than in 1902, with Berkeley and Irvine
accounting for most of the increase.

r: .

CALIFORNIA STATE UNIVERSITY RATES

i The State University's rate for first-time freshmen dropped to 8.9 percent
in 1983 after mutinies at 9.0 percen44or the last three years.

AlOough the total number of first-time freshmen enrolled in the State
'University decreased between the Fall 1982 and Fall 1983 terms, four
campuses had is:kremlin:2 of more than 10 percent -- two of the largeit and
two-of the smallest campusies. Four campuses experienced a decrease of
more than 10 percent in their enrollment of first-time freshmen from
&California high.schools -- again, two large and two small campuses.

oft
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Among the 32 counties with at least 1,000 high
12 had an incramse.of at least one-half
1982 and Fall 1083 terms, in spite of a stn
eximmiencmf.a.decrease of at least ohe-hal
remained approximately the same.

.4
school-graduates in 1982-83,
tage.point between the Fall
de decrease.- Seven countill

re'entage hoist, while 13

CALIFORNIA CCIMUNITY 01OLLEGE RATES

The statewide rate for the Coimnnity Colleges fell to 37,9.percent for
the Fall 1983 teas -- a drop of 4.9 percentage points -from the pr ions
fall term and the lowest rate during the ten-year period for which the
Commission has computed rates. The previous, lows were 41.4 for 1978 and
41.3 for 1974.

The actual loss in numbers of first-time freahmen was about 14,500 or 11
percent fewer than enrolled in the Fall 1982 term.

Fifty-eight mrrceat of the Community,Colleges had a decrease of at left
10 percent in their enrollment of first -time freshmen who were rec.*
high school. graduates, while 26 percent e?cperieiced virtually no change
in numbers and 16 percent had an increase. In some multi-campus districts,
all colleges did not have the same experience with new freshman enroll-
ments, in that so4e-increammlwblia others decreased.

An analysis of the counties with the largest numbers of high school
graduate, in 1982-83 shoes that, in Fall 1983 4$ percent were at least 5
percentaiv points below the 1982 rate, 38 percent decreased by less than
5 percentage points, and 1percent-increased slightly.

INDEPEND91,1` COLLEGE AND UNIVERSITY RATES

Regionally accredited independent California colleges and universities
reported a larger number and percentage of California high school graduates
enrolled as freshmen in Fill 1983 than in the Fall 1982 term, but more
complete reporting is in part responsible for the increase. The additional
studenti represent a 0.2 increase in the rate -- from 342 to 3.4.

Among the, institutions reporting comparable data for both 1982 and 1983,
nine reported an increase and nine a decrease of at least 10' percent,
while 13 reported no change or one that was less than 10 percent.

SEX DIFFERENCES IN RATES

The numbers- and percentages of women 110 ach411 graduates enrolling as
freshmen in the University, the State and the Community

-2-
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Colleges were slightly 'higher a those of men in Fall 1983, as they
were in the two previous fall rms. The difference between the rates
for men and women was largesi ir the State University and smallest for
the Unix;ersity.

ETHNIC DIFFERENCES IN RATES

When ethnic data are combined for the twee public segments of postsec-
ondary education, the total percentage'of minority students in the ethnic
distribution of first-time fresh en was about the same for the Fall 1982
and 1983 terms. -However, the percentages of Asian and Filipino students
increased, ,while those of Black and Hispanic students decreased. For
both BlaCk men and women, their percentages were lower than those obtained
for the Tall 1979 temp.

The University of California enrolled larger numbers and percentages of
Black and Hispanic students in the Fall 1983 term than a year earlier, as
well as more Asians and Filipino yawn, with Hispanics making the largest
gain. it

In the State Unigirsity, Asian and Hispanic students of both sexes, as
well as Filipino. women and Black men, all increased their representation
in the Fall 1983 term over the previous year, but the smaller number of
fiest-time freshmen enrolled in 1983 resulted in little net gain in.
underrepresented ethnic groups.

Decreases in.the percentages of Black and Hispanic students in the Community
College ethnic distribution cancelled out gains made by the University
and the State University because of the much larger freshman enrollment
in the Community Colleges than in the other segments. As in the other
segments, Asian and Filipino students continued to make gains in the
percentage distribution, while.American Indian students showed little
change in their representation among freshmen.

/./
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BACKGROUND FOR THE ANALYSIS

44k This is the seventh in a serteis of annual reports on the flow of students
from high school to higher education in California, with information repro-
duced,and updated from previous reports (Commission, 1978, 1979, 1981;
1982a, 1982c, and 1989b). Although the first report, was published in 1978,
'the first year for which college-going rates are computed is 1974. Separate
reports were prepared for Community College students mho transferred in 1981
1982, and 1983 (Commisston, 1982b, 1983a, and 1984).

4
.

A major purpose of these reports is to identify trends in collegespift
rates since...1974 and to analyze changes in rates experienced by .the vakious

.

segments of higher education and by counties in light of statewide treads.
The reports also provide a basis for analyzing changes in.the ethnicity of
the first-time freshman class, compared with that of high school gradiates. ..

. .-.
When the series, was initiated in 1978, another purpose was7.to.find out
whether Changing rates reflected (1) a declining interest among students in

4baccalaureate cation and (2) equality of access to all segments for
students thro ut tpe State. Still another purpose has been to provide a.
service to the events and others who do not'have access to these comprehen-
sive data. The value of the analysis is expected to increase as student
enrollments shift lin relation to changes in the cost of education, financial
aid,. admission requirements, and student preparation. .

SCOPE OF THE _REPORT

College-going rates for the three public segments of, California higher
education have been obtained annually since Fall 1974. Rates for regionally
accredited independent colleges and universities have beei obtained since
1977. In each instance, rates have been computed for each of the 51 of
California's 58 counties with at least 150 high school graduates each year.
Data on the ethnicity of 1983 high school graduates and first-gee freshmen
in the public segments is also presented for each Bounty.

LIMITATIONS OF THE DATA

The scope of the report is liMited by the, absence of-informition'about the
flow of recent high school graduates into private postsecondary schools that
do not grant degrees. The inclusion of such students in the analysis would
increase significantly the overall participation rates reported in this
docUment, particularly for urban areas. Two other gaps in informer= are
the numbers of California high school graduates who enrollain colleges and
universities in other states,,and those who receive formal training offered
under.other auspices than colleges and universities -- for example, adult
education programs of unified school districts. Thus, the college-going
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rates. obtainectin this study are underestimates of the'percentsges of young

people enrolling in some type of postsecondaty education'after high'school

. graduation.

METHODOLOGY

. .

Statewide, segmental, and etAnty college-gaini rates are obtained by dividing

the number of first-time freshmen 19 years of age and under enrolling either

. full time or part time each fall by the total °Asper of the same year's
graduates-.of day high schools,, both public -and private.. These rates, expreesed

as percentages, are believed to be the best passible estimates of, California

college-going rates for recent high school gradilates, in the absenceof

follow-up studies.

gumbers of high school graduates'are obtained frem'annual reports prepared

by the State Department of Education for both public and private schools.

Student datatapes submitted manually to the California Postisecondary'Edmes-

tion Commission by the University of California, the California State Univer-

sity, and the California Community Collegei are the source of information

about the high school of origin-for first-time fres#men. Information about

first-time freshmen in independent colleges. and universities comes fro a

special survey conducted with the cooperation of the Association of Indepen-

dent California Colleges and Universities.

I
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STATivilDE HIGH SCHOOL GRADUATES AND coLLpGE-GOING RATES

4i

-

The number of heA_school graduates and college-going rates for the Udiver-
,

sity, the giateellniversity, and2the Community Colleges are displayed in
Table 1 below for a ten-year porta (1974 throughl and for the indepen-
dent collages and universities for a seven-year period, 77.through 19832...
Figure 1 on the next page displays these same rates graphics ly.

NAMBIR OE 'Maki SCHOOL GRAPUATES

. .

After decreasing since 1975, the number of public end private' high school
,graduates incased between 1981 and 1982 by 9.5 percent or by 50,695 graduates
and then decreased in 1983 by 5.7 percent or 3,764 graduates. Graduates of
private schools comprised 9.66 percent jf .811,.iraduates In 1982-83 and increased
1.9 per&sit between .1981-82 and 1982-83, compared with a decrease of 1.8.
percent ublic high school graduatei.

g counties with the largest number of high school graduates in
1983, only rced had an increase of'5 percent or more between 1982 and
1983, while Aft (Sacramento, Yolo, San Joaquin.,....*intra Costa, Santa Clara,
and Humboldt) had. losses of at least 5 percent. Of the remaining 25, four
shoved smell gains, 12 had small losses, and nine remained Approximately the
same. In any case, the statewide total amber for all counties was smaller

Year

Statewide. College-Going Rates for Recent High
School Graduates,' 29741983

Percentage Enrol 1 *lws FreshmenNumber of
High School
'Graduates

To IndePerr
UC CSU CCC Public dent

Grand.
Total

: fi
'

let
I,

.

if'.

1974

1975

1976

10.1977

- 1978

1979

1980

1981

1982

1983

Source:

289,714 5.1% 7.6% 41:3% 54.0%

293,941 5.3 7.5 43.1 55.9.
.

289,454 5.1 7.8 41.7 54.6'

285,360 5.2 8.0 43.3 56.5

283,841 5.5 '8.4 41.4 55.3

278,548 5.8 8.7 42.1 56.6

270*,971 6.0 .9.0 43.0 58.0

260,229 6.4 9.0 42.1 57.6

265,924 6.4 9.0 42.8 58.2

262,00 7.0 8.9 37.4** 53.8

California Postsecondary Sducacion Ccammission.

INe Om ma

- --
me ma NO

3.6%

3.4

3.4

3.5

3.3

3.2

3.4

OPIMOM

eIfm

OW4IMMO

60.1%

58.7

60.0

61.5

60.8

6 .4

7.2

O
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FIGURE 1 4tatevide College -Ooii3g Rates for Recent Hi. g1.2.
School Graduates, 2974-19)113

P

4

40 /1111 014

V. . w

than any statewide total since 1968, with the exception of 1961,. Among the

counties with At lead 1,000 private high school graduates in 1982-83,,San

Francisco had the highist proportion (35 percent), followed by Los Angeles

(13) and Alameda (12).

STATEWIDE COLLEGE - GOING, RATES

Colleie-going rates by county and segment oflhigher education for 1274;

1976, 1978, 1980, 1981, 1982, and 2983 are displayed in,Appendix A on pages

4 29-37. Distribution; of first-time .freahme by ethnicity in Fall 1983 are
shown for each county and segment in Aipendlx B on pages 39-50, together

with high,school ethnicity data for students whograduated in 1982-83. It

appears that California's statewide total college-going rate for all oegmests

kof higher education idecreased simificantly betveen 1982 and 1983.r- from

61.4 to 57.2 percent. The decreasevoccurred in site of aa%increase in the
rate for the University and very small changes for the State University and

the independent institutions. The total rate had not fallen below 60 since
.1978, when Proposition 13 reduced support for Commulity Colleges fromproperty

tax reveal.I a

-8-

14
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UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA PARTICIPATION 'RATES

s,

Althofigh the total. number of California high school graduates decreased,
Wtween 1981-82 and 198243, the number of first-time freshmen enrolled at
the University from California 'high, schools increased by 8 percent during
thai period. The rate for Fall 19831was 7.0, having risen from.5.1 in the
aid - 1970x. Among Che counties with at least 1,000 high school graduates,
the largest increases in University-g6ing rites were found for Bkrin, San
Francisco, Sacramento, Santa,Cruz, Imperial, Orange, Contra Costa, Butte,
Santa Barbarao.Placer, and Santa Clara,-in descending order of the size of
the' differences in their rates between the two years. Mariu's'rate for- 1983
is more than twice as large as the statewide .rate, and the rates for San
*Francisco and Contra Coate Counties are, also far above the statewide rate of
7.0. On the other hand, the 1983 rates for Butte, Placer, Sacramento, and
Imperial Counties Ate well below the statewide, rate, even'after the recent
increases. Five counties'are notable for their decreases in University
rates between 1982 and 19,3 -- Tolo, with a rate well above the statewide
rate; Humboldt, Shasta, and Kern, all with raps.welkbelow the statewide
7.0; and Napa, with a rate of 5.8 for tall 1983.

University campuses with the largest gains in first7tine freshmen are for
the most'part located in counties or regions which had the largest increases
in numkers df freshmen enrolling in the University in de' Fall 1983 ter'.
These campuses are Berkeley, drawing heavily from Marin, San Francisco,
Contra eosta, and Santa Clara Counties, as well as Alameda where it is
loCkted; IrVine 91 Orange County; and, aorta Cruz in Santa Cruz Couity. The
relationship- between county of resides e and campus attended is less strong
for the Universitythan for the other public segments; and thus rates for
Sacramento, Placer, and Butte Counties 'increased in spite of a% smaller
number of freshmen enrolled at the Davis campus, while freshman enrollment
At the Riverside cams increased 13 percent at a time when there wad vir-
tually no change in the Riverside County rate.

PUBLIC AND PRIVATE SCHOOL RATES

First -time fresh4an enrollment rates at the Univirsity differ significantly
for graduates of public and private high achooli. Systemwide, in Fall 1983,
9.6 percent of the California freshmen had graduated from private schools
and, 90.4 percent from public high schools, but the pdblic school rate of
enrolkment in the University was 6.4 percent, compared to 12.1 percent for
priva1 schools. Table 2 displays these two rates for eight counties with
at least'800 private high school graduates in 1982-83, and Figure 2 presents
these data in graphic form.

The reasons, for this difference in participation rates between private and
public schools are unknown, except for the obvious reason of self-selection'
of the prkiste scitool population, . Ethnic data are not available for private
school graduates and inferences based on minority graduates of these schools

44
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who enroll in the University must of course be cautious. .Among Hispanic
students who enrolled in the Uhiversity as first-time freshmen in Fall 1983,
27.8 percent had graduated from California private schools, as had 22.7
percent If Black freshmen. However, only 16.7 percent of the non-Hispanic
whitey freiihmen and only 7.4 percent of the Asian Ireshmenlere private
school graduates,.

Counties differ with respect to their perliage of first-time f hmen who
are private high school graduates. Table .2 and Figure 2 a 8M0
Uaiversity-participation rate from public and private schooW in Oringe
County, where the percentages of Black and Hispanic studentaleaduatins-from
the public schooli are among the lowest of Californ4e,s largeecounties. In
contrast to Oransc.County, Los Angeles County had pirticipatioe rates of
13.0 from private schoolsIbut only 6.9,percent from public schools. Los
Angeles has the largest couity-wide number and one of the largest percentages
of Black and Hispanic students amongiti high school graduates., as will as a
high participation rate from private high schools.f The interaction of the
factors of size of minority high school enrolIment4 private school partici-
pation rates, and /University campus characteristics is beyond the scope of
this report, particularly because of the lack of ethnic idgormation on.
private school graduates in. ileneral.

de.

SEX DIFFERENCES IN RATES

Systemwide, the sex difference in University participation rates of recent
h. school graduates is 0.3 percentage points -- 6.8 for men and 7.1 for
women, who comprise 51 percent of the State's public high school graduates.
In Fall 1983, the percputage of first-time University freshmen who were men 0

was 48 percent, compared to 52 percent women. Six years earlier, the 1977
participation rates for men and wagon were 5.4 and 5.0, respectively, and
only 49 percent of the freshmen were women in contrast to 51 percent men.
Thus, the University-going rate has increased for womenAuring the past six
years to a point where,they have become the majority among first-time freshmen.

The ratio of men and women ranged among University campuses in Fall 1983
from 53:47 for Bartell!). -- almost the reverse of the systemwide ratio of
48:52 -- to 43:57 for Santa Barbara. The proportions were about equal at
San Diego and Riverside; while women were the majority at Irvine, Los-Angeles,
Davis, and Santa Cruz. These differences in ratio appear to reflect campus
differentes in both location and program emphasis.

Although a majority of the first-time freshmen on the Berkeley campus are
men, University participation rates, for recent male high 'school graduates in
six counties in the Bay Area are19wer than those found fos,women (San
Francisco being the exception) . In Marin County, the'rates for men and
womin were 13.9 and 17.2, respectively -- well above thefxstatewide rates
of 6.8 and 7.1. San Francisco also had rates above the statewide average
13.0 for men and- 10.9 for women.

1 7
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For severql relatively large counties in other parts of the State, the rate
for men was equal to or higher thaftWat foilowomen. In Fresno County, for
example, the rate was a low 2.6 for" __both men and women. This finding may
reflect a preference of Fresno County residents to enroll at the nearby
State University and Community College qampuies, since there is no University
campus in the area, as well as the large proportion of Hispanic students
(more than one-fourth) in the County's high school graduating class, since
Hispanic south are less likely to enroll in the University thaninon-RispaniC
students.

.0/ 14'
In Fall 1982, Tulare and Imperial Counties had low University-going rates
and higher rates for men than yams, as well as a large proportion of Hispanic
students among their recent graduates, but in Fall 1983 their rates for
women were all higher man those for men. Thus the increase in these two
Counties' was largely attributable to, the enrollment of larger numbers of
women.

)

ETHNIC DIFFERENCES IN RATES

Thkethnic distributions of public high school graduates in 1979, 198i, and
1981, and of first-time University freshmen in Jell 1979 through Fall 1983
are displayed in Table 3. Percentages of Asian and Filipino students among
first-time freahmen have increased steadily during these five years and
femain larger than their percentages among high school graduates, which aiso
'in9reased between 1979 and 1983. Percentages of Black and Hispanic youth
among University freshmen were Aso larger .in 1983 than in 1979, but their
change from year to year during that period was not always an increase, and
their percentages have remained consistently smaller than those for Black
and Hispanic high School graduates.

Finally, Figure 3 shows University-going rates for each of the six ethnic
groups, computed by using 1983 data for public high school graduates from
the Commission's eligibility study (1985a) and Fall 1983 data on ,University
freshmen from California public high schools. Caution is needed in inter-
preting these rates, however, because-of the small number of American Indian
students included (only 95 University freshmen).and possibly incomplete data
from some school districts. As Figure 3 shows, the rates were highest for
Asian high school graduates -- almost 20 percent df whom were firstVtime
MiVersitirrasf in tall 1983-----The bast ratew_werd for Black idt
Hispanic graduktes (4.0 and 3.0 percent, respectively). For non-Hispanic
white students, the rate was 7.4 percent, which is less than the 15 percent
obtained for Filipino high school graduates.

g

The most notable change bet ten 1982 and 1983 was the increase in the &Oft.
of Hispanic students among the first-time freshmen, particularly among
women. For the first time, the number and percentage of Hispanic women
among the University's first-time freshmen were larger than those of men.
The increase in number and percentage of Black women among the freshmen was
also larger than that,for men, with the sex difference larger than that 1144

found for the Fall 1982 term. At the same time, Asian women registered a



TABLE I Sthnib Distributions of Ken and Wo Public High
School Graduates and of First -Time F
University Between 1979 and 2983, in Percents

'Ethnic Grow
American

Segment Year Sex_ Indian Asian Mack Filipino Hispanic White

High School 1979 Male 0:7% 4.7% 9.0% 6.9%* 15.0% 69.7%'

Female 0.7 . 4.5 9.5 1.0 15.0 69.3

4981; MAge 0.8 5.2 7.8/ 1.3 15.7 . 69.2

in the

- Tamie 0.7 4.9 8.6 1.3
_

15.7 68.8
.

q
1983 Total 0.7. '

N
6.4 8.9 1.6 17.9 64.7

. . 4 p,
University 1979 Male 0.3 13.9 3.3' 1.6 6.9 74.0

Female 0.2 13.0 5.4 1.9 5.9 73.6

1980 Male ,0,4 15.0 3.1 2.6 6.8 72.1

Female c0.4 13.5 5.0 2.5 6.0 72.6

1981 Hale . 0.4 15.8 3.4 2.5 6.7 71.1

Female . 0.4 14.7 6.0 2.8 5.4 70.7
-

1982 Male; 0.6 .17.3 3.6 3.2 7.1 68.2
Female 0.4 16.2 5.9 3.4 6.3 57.8

1

1983 Male 0.6' 18.3 3.8 2.9 7.7 66.7
., ..

Female 0.3 16.3 6.4 3.7 7.9 65.4

Note: 'Rows of percentages add to 100.

Source: California Postsecondary Education Commission.

FIGURE 3 University of California Fall 1983 College-Goin4
Rates of 1982 Public and Private School Graduates
by Ethnicity and Sex

Source: Table 3.
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smaller gain than Asian Men between 1982 and 19$3 and continped.to be enrollee
in smaller nuipbersj than men, although the representation of both, in the
ethnic distribution e.f University freshmen is almost three tikes the percent-
age in the ethnic dtstributiot of rec. t high school graduates.
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CALIFORNIA STATE UNIVERSITY PARTICI)ATION RATES

The State..Univirsity rate for first-time freshmen from California high
schools dropped to 8.9 percent in 1983, after remaining at 9.0 percent for
the three-yeag period ending in Fall 1982. Previously it, had increased
steadily since 1975, when it was 7.5. The State.Univermity's Fall 1983
freshman enrollWent was about 100 students less thaz,injall 1982, and was
the smallest class of recent California high school graduates since 1977.

In Fall 1983, various campuses of the State Universitliezperienced gains and
losses that increased the already large disparity. ii,th, size of their
first-time freshman classes. Your campuses -- Bakersfield, Humboldt, Pomona,
and San JosO *- had freshman enrollment decreases of more than 10 percent,
while lour" others -- San Bernardino, San Bier?, San Luis Obispo, and.Sonoste
all had freshman increases of at least 10 percent. The -Netthridge and
Stanislaus campUses also had losses of almost 10 percent in first-time
freshman enrollments. Bakersfield remained the campus with the smallest
number of freshmen 'oho. were recent high school-graduates -- only 160, or 22
percent fewer than in 1981. San Diego replaced Northridge as the campus
with tke largest nuiber of freshmen from CalifornAhigh schools, having
Increased to 2,881, while Northridge experienced a decrease to 2,674.

4BLIC AND PRIVATE SCHOOL RATES

State University participation rates also differ significantly for graduates
of public and private schools, although the difference is smaller than that
at the University. In Fall 1983, the State University rates for private and
public school graduates were 12.5 and 8.5 percent,respectively, compared
with University rates of 12.1 and 6.4.

Differences among the 19 State University campuses with respect to the
percentage of their first-time freshmen who graduated from public and private
,schools are displayed LA Table 4, together with the total number of first-
time freshmen age 19 and under who graduated from California schools. As
can,be seen, the proportion from private schools ranges from 5.6 percent for
the Bakersfield 'campus to 22.3 percent for'San Francisco. Private school
representation at the five State University campuses in Los Angeles Bounty
also tends to be higher than that at campuses in other parts of the State
outside the San Francisco Bay Area. Since State. University students tend to
enroll at the campus nearest their home, these proportions are closely
related to the public and private school participationrates for the counties
in which these campuses are located.

-15r 2/



TABLE 4 'Public and Private School Sources of First -Time
Preihmen in the California State Vniversity, by
Campus, Fall 1982

First -Time Freshmen
a

Total
Campus

Public
schools

--C12--

Private
Schools \

Bakersfield 160 94.4%

Chico 1,207 )i1.3

Dominguez Rills 323 88.2'

5.6%

8.f

11%8

Fresno 1,308 91.0 9.0

Fullerton 1,928 846 12.4

Hayward 688 82.4 17.6

Humboldt 462 88.3 11.7

Long Beach 2,344 86.4 13.6

Los Angeles 1,006 83.9. 16.1

Northridge 2,674 83.2 16.8

Pomona 1,600 85.8 14.2

Sacramento 1,310 17.4 12.6

San Bernardino 300 SSA
A

14.7

San Diego 2,881 89.7 10.3

San Francisco 1,253 77.6 22.3

San Jose 1,672 86.9 13.10

San Luis Obispo 1,645 85.1 14.9

Sonoma 253 89.7 10.3

Staniikkus 236 90.7 9.3

Total 23,250 86.5% 13.5%

Source: California Postsecondary Education Commission.

I

SEX DIFFERENCES IN RATES .

Systemwide, the participation of female high school graduates enrolling in
the ,State University.as first-time freshmen.. in Fell 1983 was 9.6 percent, .

compared with 8..1 perient for male graduates -- a 1.5 peicentage7point
difference, compared. to a 08.percentage-paint difference in Fall 1977 when
the rates were 8.4 percent for woman and T.6 for men, but little different
than the 9.9 and 8.3 percentages of Fall 1282.

-16- 22
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In Fall 1983, seven of the 19 campuses varied by more thanV5 percentage
points from the systemwide., ratio of 45 men to 55 women among first-timet.,..
freshmen. On three campuses, men comprised- at least 50 percent of the
freshmen -- 5% percent at Pomona, 50 percent at San Jose, and 50 percent at

JHumboldt. On three others;. however, men comprised less than 40 pecent,--
36 percent at Bakersfield; 39 percent at Los Angeles, and 39 percent at.
Hayward. Male stal skewed toward women, more campuses approached the
45:55 statewide ratio in 1983 than iii 1982.

7THNIC DIFFERENCES IN RATES

Table 5 displays ethnic data by sex for the State University's.first-time
fresbmen in Fall 1982 and 1983 as well as comparable data for 1981 high
school grpduates. DistrfbutIoms for previous years are not shown since in
those years, several campuses with large' enrollments of ethnic Minority
students did not record the ethnicity of large percentages of their students,
and, in Fall 1981, some students on some campuses were miseoded as American
Indians because of confusion about the meaning of the term "Native American,"
when appearing beside the term "non- resident alien."

Asian students registered the largest percentage gains between the Fall 1982
and 1983 terms of any ethnic group, although the decrease in the total
number of .freshmen canceled out, any numerical gain. In other words; their
gain was only relative to other ethnic groups and represented little change.

t in-their number of fileshmen enrolled. Gains in the percentage distribution
of freshmen were,also'madeby Hispanic men and amen., Black men, and Filipino
women, while both the' ,percentage and number of Black women were smaller in'
1983 than in 1982. .

TABLE 5 ITICTstribution of 1982-83 Public High School.
era ate and Fall 1982 and 1983 First-rime Freshmen
in the California State University, in Percents

Segment Year Sex

Ethnic Group
American
Indian Asian Black Filipino Hispanic White

High School 1983 Total 0.7% 6.2% 8.9% 1.6% 17.9% 64.7%

State 1982 Male 0.8 10.9 5.4 2.6 11.0 69.3
University

Female 0.8 9.5 8.9 2.5 11.1 67.2

1983 Male 0.9' 12.4 '5.6 2.6 11.9 66.6

Female 0.7 10.8 8.6 2.9 11.4 65.6

Note: Rows of percentages add to 100.

Source: California Postsecondary Education Commission.
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A.comparison of the ethnic distribution of high school graduates in 1982-83
with those of Stato.a4versity freshmen in Figure 4 shows that Hispanic
graduates are least well represented among the first-tine freshmen in.thi
State University; followed by Bieck students -- particularly Black men.
Asian and Filipino students, on the other hand, show higher percentages in
the State University ethnic - distribution than among high school graduates.
This noverepreseatetian" is particularly true for Asians, for whas"the,
largist gains in percentages have been recorded for several years. .

Percentages differ for men and women in ethnic distributions of first-time
freshmen in the State University. As van true for the University,.the
percentage for Black- women was higher }.n Fill 1983 than that fob' men and the

percentage for As women was lower than that for Asian Deed`; although both
percentages were gher thin these for Black men and women..- In the case of

Hispanic fres the percentage for -4;, was higher thin that for women

cause of the rise gain made by Hiss c men*.between the Fall 1982 and

3 terps. At University, however, Hispanic women made the larger gain
tween 1982 and 1983, as did the' Black women.

PP'riv6As 4 Calif° = a Stattftiversity,Fall 2983 College-Going
Rates of 2982.Puplic Apd PriVate High School Graduates
by EthniCity and Sex.

1

Source: Table 5.
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CALIFORNIA COMMUpTITY COLLEGE PARTICIPATION RATES

st 100,000 recent high schoo/ graduates enrolled in the California
ty Colleges in Fall 1983, or 37.9,percent of the 1982-83 graduates of

Ca ifornia's public and private high schools. This -percentage was the
lowest lathe ten-year period for which college-going rates have been computed
and the only Cmoomnity- College rate below 40 that time. With thil
rate for the University increasing ,and the State 1" varsity remaining quite
stable between 1982 and 1983, the proportion'of all young California College
and university students enrolling in the Community Colleges dropped from 70
to 66 percent, or- from 74 to 70 percent in the public segients-aldae.

The drop in first-time freshmen who yere recent California high school
graduates may bet. even greater than is reflected in. these rates, since the
Fall 1983 enrollment tapes from the Community Colleges were the most complete
and accurate in the ten-year period studied. PUblication-of this report pas
delayed in order to allow those districts with a decrease ok at least 10
percent 'between their Fall 1982 and Fall 1983 first time freshman enrollments
to verify the results of the Commission analysis of their computer tapes.
With only two exceptions, the districts with such losses confirmed the
Some problems in reporting remain, but there can be little doubt.thit'the
overall flow of recent high school graduates to the Community Colleges
slowed significantly in 1983.

9HANGES FROM FALL 1982

While the statewide ass in freshman enrollment between 1982 and 1983 was
significant, 26 percent of the-Community Colleges were able to. draw the same
percentage of recent high school graduates in Fall 1983 and 1982, and 16
percent actually increased their percentage. In all, 60 college in 38 of
the 70 districts experienced losses of at least 10 percent in first-time
freshmen while 16 colleges in 15 districts expe'ienced gains and 27 colleges
in 26 districts had little change between the Fall 1982 and 1983 terms.*

Colleges within multi-college districts differed widely in their enrollment
changes. Examples of districts with mixed experience include San Diego,
where City and Ness Colleges increased their freshman enrollment but Miramar

Ytrz-

*The rates or some districts and counties reported here and in the appendices
continue o be contaminated by the'inclusion of some students enrolled in
Community Colleges while still attending high school-and others who are
high school dropouts. An attempt has been made to eliminate such students
from the computation of rates, but some appear to remain in spite of the
reduction of such programs in Fall 1983. '

*
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remained about the same, and Peralta, where Feather River Collige gained but

the fpur colleges in Alameda County lost freshman enrollment. The Los

Angeles -Community College District suffered loises oi first-time freshmen on

all eight Of its campuseii but Campton, El Camino, Rio Hondo, and Santa

Monica Colleges in the Los Angeles illha butnot a part of the Los Angeles

District all gained in numbers of first-time freshmemr, and Glendile.Community

and Pasadena City Colleges wined about the'same beth 'Years: In the

Sacramento area, the three Los Rios District colleges all experienced'first-

time freshman losses, but nearby Sierra College' had a gain in first-time

frpshmen of more than 18 percent. In the Yosemite District, the smaller.
Columbia,College gained while Modesto Junior College had a loss of more than

10" percesi. Other multi-caapus districts with losses on all campuses were
Coast, Contra Costa, Grossmont'(although the nearby San' Diego DOtrict
colleges had a net gain of about 700 first-time freshmen), Kern; Maria; San

Bernardino, State Center, Ventura, and Wept Volley. Thus, while the overall

statewide loss of young first-time freshmen in the Community Colleges was.

very serious in the Fall 1983 term, different districts and.colleges within ,

districts appear tp have been Ole to cope with.declining resources and

decreasing numbers of high school graduates with varying degrees of effective-

alas.

SEX DIFFERENCES IN RATES

Statewide, 51.5 percent of Fall 1983 Community College freshmen were women

and 48.5 percent_vere men. Since 50.8 percent of the public high school

graduates in' 1982-83 were women, the finding that women are the majority sex

in the Community. Colleges is not surprising. Expressed another way, 38.1

percent of California's 1982-$3 female high school graduates enrolled in a

Community College in Fall 1983, compared with 37.0 percent of the males.

0

ETHNIC DIFFERENCES IN RATES

The ethnic distribution of Com9pnity College first-time freshmen age 19 and'

under resembles that of recent graduates of California public high schools

Mich more closely than do those of the University and the State Univerfity.

Although college-going rates for the various ethnic groups. _enrolling in the

Community Colleges cannot be computed because of missing data, a comparison

of the various distributions in Table 6 leads to the conclusion that the

decreased enrollment of Community College freshmen in the Fall 1983 term had

wparticularly adversi'affect on Black and Hispanic, compared with Asian,

Filipino, and Hon-Hispanic white students.

Gains made by Black and 'Hispanic students in the distribution of Community'

College first-time freshmen through the Fall 1982 term appear to have been

reversed in Fall 1983, in that their percenages were smaller for both men

and women than in 1982. Meanwhile, percentages for Asian and Filipino men
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TABU' 6 Ethnic Distributions of Ken and Women High School
Graduates and of First-rime Freshmen' in the California
Community College* Between 1978 and 1983, in Percents

1) Ethnic Group
American

Sement jar Sex ,Indian 'Asian B,1gck Filipino Hfspanic .White.

High School 1979' Hale 0.7% 4.7% 9.0%
.0. Female 97 4.5 9.5 .

o 1901 Hale 0.8 5.2 7.8
.N
.:k

Female 0.7 . '4.9' 8.6

1983 'Total '01.7 6.2 8.9
i ,

. 1,
Community :1979 hale 1.6 4.7 10.5
Colleges. 'Female 1.6 3.6 10.8

1980 Hale 1.8 4.6. . 9.0
Female 1.6 $ 3.7 f 9.5

1981 ,Male. .0 4.8 9.7- .

Female 1..9 3.5 . 10.5 ''

1982 Hale 1.6 4.7' 10.9
. ,.. Female 1.5 '4.0 .11.5"

1983. .Hale 1.6 6.7 9.4h1

' Female 1.5 "4.6 10.6

0.9% '15.0% 69.7%
1.0 15.0 69.3

1.3 15.7 69.2
1.3 15.1 68.8

1.6 17.9 64.7.

'1.3 12.8 69.1
1.2 2.9 69.9

1.4 14.4 68.8
1.4y 14.3 69.5

1.6 16.6 65..3

1.5 . 16.9 65.7:

1.7 16.0 65.1
1.8 16.0 65.2

2.2. 14.7 :65.4

2.1 15.3 '65.9

Source: California Postsecondary Aducation Commission.

and women continued to increase throiih the Fall 1983 term. Since the
percentages of Black and Hispanic students among high school graduates
increased 'between. 197879 and 1982-83, their decreases among Community
College freshmen underestimates their loss in'representation, sine! the
pools of Black and Hispanic graduates frot which'Community Colleges draw
their first7time freshmen have been increasing.

An analysik of the distribution of the three major ethnic minority groups
across the three public segments of.postsecondary education in Fall 1983
shows about 78 percent of the Black and Hispanic first -time freshmen were
attending Community Colleges, compared with ,8 percent at the Uni4ersity and
14 percent at the State'University. The University, with only 833 Black and
1,355 Hispanic students among its Fail 1983 first-time freshmen, thus enrolled
fewer than one-tenth tOe number enrolled in the Community Colleges, and its
percentage of Black men &meg those going .on 'to college after high school
graduation in01983 was enlyr 6 percent, compared with 9 percent, of the Black
women. Comparable percentages for Black men and women freshmen at the State
Pniveraity are 11 and 15, respectively. Aslmilar analysis for Mien freshmen
showithat the Community Colleges enrolled A9 Orcent in the Fall 1083 term;
the UniviirsIty, 28 percent; and the State University, 23 .percent. Both the
.Community Colleges and the University enrolled many more *slangs= than

41
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women as freshmen, while the State University enrolled somewhat more Asian
women than men.

When ethnic dita fos first -time fre0WMpwor all three segments of public
higher education are combined, the results show that terser proportions of
American IpdlanAsian, and tilipino students but a-smaller' proporVion.of
Hispanic students are,enrolliug as first-time freshmen in public postsecondiry
e ducation in California than are graduatlig from pUblic high schools, while
the proportions of Slack students among'first-time freshmen and high school
graduates were about equal in 1983.

0
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t. INDEPENDENT COI4EGES AND UNIMSITIES

a,

.

Based on. data limn 40 ependent colleges and universities, the Fall 1983,,
statewide college-go re for independent institutions increased slightly
,over Tall 1982-- from 3.2 to 3.4 -- although there has been a small decline.
over the six years' for which' data are available. These data are somewhat"
less reliable, the* fro* the public segments, however, because of differencei
from year to year in the institution' providing data, introduction of computers
to produce institutional data, and institutional differences in definitimmt.
of fixsp-time frishamt;

4. . 1.

The analysie it based for most part on regional', giccreditedlinstitutAoni
that have as one of their primary missicur undergraduate liberal arts
tion for recent high school graduate*. limited to graduate?* of Celt--
forlita tigh schools and thus does not reflect Changes in overall freshmen
enrollments that include out-of-slate and foreign etudentt. Six such Lustig*
batons did not provide data for first-time freshmen to Yell 1983. Data
from special -put one institutiosis, such as the California College of Arta
and Crafts, and :those whoo psograM are. designed for older students with`
previous pistsecendari education and mor* experionse, such as Golden Gate
Ualversity are included in the analysi s'. when available, but no special
effort has ,been made to obtain th4f.r data because of the small number: of
fresbaen reported by such institutions. '

Among 31 indepeodent institutions that provided freshman data for Califdraia
hig school graduates in both 1982 and 1983, 13 of tbqm freshmen
enrollments of 004foreeLa students ranging from two to'Core than 1,500
reported virtually the sem* number enrolled both years. Nine other* reported
increases of at' legit :10 p . On theiother hand, nine reported: decreases
of at reset JO percent, Are f the decreases exceeded 100 students,, and
they warrant furthej investiga ion to assess their seriousness and tWii
causes. For exaMple4. a 16vercent decrease. might 'not be -serions for ap
institution if balanced by 'increased enrollments of students from other
states, transfer students with-advanced standing, or *Mei stude4s atarting
college, or if ft represents' a'. planned reductiod in enrollment od the port
of the institution. ,



CES AMONG CALIFORNIA COUNTIES

Significant difference. among California's 58 counties in' their college-going
rates occurred between 1982 aud-1983 as a result of changes in.the University
and Community College rates. Factors associated' with these Oifferencea
include proximity to a university campus, high ethnic-minority population,
low per-capipa income, high unemployment, law eligibility for university
admission, and, of course; low interest in biccalaureate education. In
addition, although students are likely to attend the nearest University or
State University campus, some campuses.attract a smaller proportion of local
atudentilthanother.s.

UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA PARTICIPATION

The statewide participation rate for the University in Fall 1983 was 7.0
percent, but county-wide rates for counties with over 1,000 high school
graduates in 1982-83 from 1.7 percent for Tulare and 2.0 for Shasta

to 15.4 for Marin. .Francisco Bay Area counties had rites which were
generally well aboye the statewide rate in Fall 1983 -- among them, Contra

while Fresno, .lies ed, Kern, San Luis Mirk, and Shasta Counties all had
Costa with 11.7

Itcemt

San Francisco with 11.9, and San Mateo with 8.9 --

l
rates below 3.0 percent.

The fate counties with the largest numbers of high school graduates in
1982 -83 (Los Angeles, Orange, San Diego, Santa Clara, and Alameda,' which
together accounted for 57 percent of all sfaduate. in California) all had
rates above the statewide average, which emigests that size and diversity of

the population are also relatqd to probability of enrollment in the Univer-
sity. Rates for three 'other counties in which University campuses are
located were 8.8 for Santa Barbara, 5.1 for Riverside, and 8.0 for Santa
Crpz. The latter two campuses enrollid the smallest number of first-time
freshmen from California in Fall 1983 among all eight general campuses,
while Santa Barbara enrolled one of the largest.

CALIFORNIA STATE UNIVERSITY: PARTICIPATION

County rates for the State University Al Fall 1983 ranged around the statewide
rate of 8.9 percent from a high of 13.2' for San Francisco and 13.6 for
Fresno to lows of 3.8 for San Joaquin and 3.9 for Tulare. Other counties
with high rates were Butte (11.7 percent)/ Humboldt (10.8) and San Luis
Obispo (10.4) all of which had law UnIversity participation rates in 1983
and. where high school graduates tend to enroll at local State University
campuses. Sonoma ,Comity had a low rate 'of 5.2 percent, despite its cameo.
ofithe State University. Its rate was scarcely higher than its University
rate of 4.7, although the nearest University campus is in Alameda Counts.

Other counties with low State University rates are Riverside -and Santa
Barbara, where University- campuses are located:

4'
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CALIFORNA CCM UNITY COLLEGE PARTICIPATION

California counties varied widely around t statewide Community College
participation rate of 37.9 Percent in Fall 013. Among the 21 counties with
the largest numbers of high school, graduates, four had rates below 35.0
percent -- Fresno (33.5), San Francisco 04.1); Nern.(32.5), and`harin
(26.1) '...- and all of then experienced a decrease from Fall 1982 apd earlier .

years: our counties expe small increases in rates between Fall 1982
and Fall 1983, reversing an r% trend: Sonoma, up from 37.9 percent to

r141114an44.6; Placer, from 38.4-to 40.0; Diego, from 35.7 to 37.1; and Santa
Crum, from 42.4 to 43.6. Sacrovnto, Shasta, and Tole Counties had appromi-
mately the same Community College rates for 1982 and 1983,

INDEPENDENT INSTITUTION PARTIOIPATION,

COunties with the hiighest rate of enrollment in ilmAispokhmt. inatitutiens in
Fall 1983 were San Francisco (4.7 percent), San Mateo (4.6), Los Angeles
(4.3), Santa Clara (4,2), Napa (4.1), and San Joaquin (4.0) -- the letter
two attributable to the large enrollment of local studeata'at nearby Wititu-
time. The largest counties.with rates of 2.0 percent or below ante' kern
(2.0), Sacramento (1.9), Tulare and Stanislaw (1.7 each), Solaro (1,6), and
Sonoma (2.0). These and other counties' with relatively low rates tend also
to have few freshmen enrolled at the University. 'In contrast, San Francisco
Bay Area counties had relatively large percentages enrolled at both the
University and independent institutions.

t-
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CONCLUDING CMINEI,ITS

1

California's statewide college -going rate fell' in Fall 1983 to the lowest
point in the ten years during which the Commission has been computing
such rates. This decOese occurred. at a time when the number of high
school graduates has begun to decline again and larger proportion* of
Black and Hispanic students, whose college-going rates have been lower
than those of other ethnic groups, are, enrolled in high school.

The University of California increased its rate in Fall 1983 to the
highest in'the ten-year period for which rates have been computed, but
its increase did not compensate for the significant decrease in the
Community College rate.

Ate State University rate has changed little from the past several years,
' but fewer freshmen enrolled because of the smaller number of high 'data

graduates in 1982-$3. a
qro

'
A ority of the independent colleges and universities held-their own or
incr used their percentage of California high school.graduates in Fall
1983 or a small net rate increase.

The decline in the CsmsmnityC011ege rate is likely to have * serious
negative impact on the nulbets:of students in both transfer and emccupa- .

tional programs. It also appears to reflect a declinl.in the enrollment
of 'Black and Hispanic high. school graduates that 'goes beyond canceling
out their gains at the University. An enpettition of further Community
College losses of first-time freshmin in Fan 1984 raises questions about
how well access to postsecondary education in California is being main-
tained for young people.

While,Community'Collese data for tie Fall 1983 term were improved over
the 19$2 enrollment tapes, fuither improvements are needed by someldis-
irictsi

The January Director's Report of the Commission (1985b) attempts to
analyze and explain further the change in Community College enrollments
between 1982 and 1983. The Commission's report on the eligibility of
high school graduates in 1982-83 for University and State University,
admission (19853) and subsequent foilow-w surveys will also be useful in
understanding these rates'.
d



APPENDIX A

Percentimes of Recent High School Graduates Enrolling
in Each Segment of. Caliornla Higher gducation By County and' Year,

moi
-7 1974, 1976 1978, 1980, 1981, 1982, and, 1983

Parcentage Enrolling as Freshmen
NOMber of 4

Nigh School j nom- Total Grand
County !Mt -SAL CcC. t 'Public Total,

Los Angeles 1974 90,817 5.7%
1976 :.88,607 6.0
1978 83,753 6.4.
1980 79,389 6.5

44. 1981 72,747 3.4
1982 76,814 7.2
1983 f 76,814 7.6

Orange 1974 25,206 5.3
19/6 27,200 5.2
1978 26,558 5.5
1980 25,342 6.2
1181 26,319 6.7
1982 25,604 7.1
1983 25,196 8.4

Jan Diego 1974 20,456 5.0
1976 19,547 5.4
1978 21,323 6.1

_.... ,

1980 20,553 6.0
1981 20,099 6.9
1982 20,582 6.9
1983 20,652 7.2

Santa Clara 1974 17,430 5.8
1976 17,856 5.5
1978 18,249 6.4
1980 16,643 7.5
1981' 15,827 8.3
1982 16,739 7.8
1983 15,927 8.8

Alameda 1974 14,167 7.2
1976 14,355 6.4
1978 14,023 7.2

1980 112,862 7.7
1981 12,148 7.9
1982 12,278 7.8
1, 8.6

8.6% 38.5% .. 52.8%
9.7 36.1 .- .

51.8 --

10.8 41.3 4.3% 58.5 62.8%
10.5.. 41.9 4.8 58.9 63.7
10.7 45.1. , 4.2 63.3 67.5
10.7 41.0 4.4 58.9 63.3
10.2 37.0 4.3 54.8 59.1

1.7 45.3 .. 51.3 ..

7.9 46.1 .. 59.2 ..

8.5 42.5 2.7 56.5 59.2
10:0 50.4 2.5 66.6 69.1
10.2 47.3 3.1 - 64.3 67.4
10.4 46.6 3.3 64.1 67.4
10.0 41.8 3.4 60.2' 63.6

6:6 40.9 -. 52.5 .-

6.3 46.4 .... 58.1 --
6.6 42.5 3.6 55.2 58.8.

8.8 45.7 3.3. 60.5 63.8
7.8 39.5 - 3.5 54.2 57.7
7.4 35.7 3.6 50.0 53.6
7.8 37.1 3.2 52.1 55.3

e*

10.4 39.7 .. 55.9 --
10.2 39.3 -- 55.0 --

10.1 33.6 3.5 50.1 53.6
11.0 34.6 3.9 10.1 57.0
11.1 33.0 4.1 52.5 56.8
12.0 (33.0)* 4.3 52.8 57.1
11.6 38.9 4.2 59.3 63.5

9.2 40.2 -. 56.6 --

8.9 42.4 -- 57.7 --

8.9 t 2.7 55.3 58.0
9.1 2.3 52.0 54.3
9,1 37.6 2.5 54-6 5'7.2

10.1 41.9 2.1 59.8 61.9
1 10.0 38.2 2.4 56.8 59.2
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County

San
Bernardino

Sacramento

Conira Costa

r

Riverside

Ventura

San Mateo

r

APPENDIX A (continued)

Year

Number of
High School
Graduates'

1974 10,230
1976. 10,525 .

1978 9,899
1980 9,687
1981 9,611
1982 9,836
1983 9,568

1974 11,106
1976. 100.774

1978/ 100812
1980 9,651,
1981 9,586
1982 9,555
1983 9,046

1974 9,884
1976 9,591
1978 9,489
1980 8,847
1981 8,734
1982 8,768
1983 8,342

1974 6,415
1976 6,777
1978 6,857
1980 6,728
1982 6,831
1982 6,961
1983 6,883

1974 6,492
1976 7,099
1978 6,953
1980 6,846
1981 6,739.

1982 6,820
1983 6491g

1974 8,131
1976 8,060
1978 7,462
1980' 6,970
1981 6,314
1982 6,497
1983 6,333.

Percentage Enrolling as Freshmen

040- Total Grand

UC pendent ?ublic Total

2.7% 4.7%" 40.6% 48.0%
2.9 5..5 39.9 48.3,
2.9 6.3 39.2
3.0 7.5 44.4
3.0 7.3 45.2
3.5 6.9 48.4
3.4 6.7 40.5

3.3
3.5
3.7
4.8
4.6
4.0
5.9

9.0
'8.7
9.2
10.0
10.5
10.4
11.7.

5.;
5.0
4.8
5.1
5.1
5.0
5.1

3.4
3.7

4.3
4.9

7.0
6.5

8.8
8.4
8.3
8.9

6.6
6.0
6.7
8.7
9.4
8.6
9.0

8s4 43.9
7.3 44.7
7.6 46.2
9.0 46.5
8.0 44.7Y
8.0 44.9
7.8 42.6

3.3 38.2
3.6 35.8
4.1 35.8
4.8 44.5.
4.9 46.8
4.8 41;4
4.3 37.4

4.2 46.3
3.8 44.5
4.9 44.6
4.9 50.7
5.6 /45.5
5.8 45.5

34)41

7.8 42.9
7.1 43.4
7.2 40.1
8.1 (39.1)
9.0
8.6 --

7.7 3947

34

.

2.7%
2.1
2.7
2.5
2.8

V an

MD

48.4
51.9
58.4
58.8
50.6

52.0
51.6

51.a.
54.0
58.1
61.3
53,4

V

V40

2.3, 52.4 64.7
1.9 60.6 62.5
2.0 59.2 61.2
2.0. 533 55.3
1.9 55.8 57.7.' 61.3

AU V 60.7
3.2'. 63.0 66.2.

A 3.0 65.5 68.5
3.3 63.2
2.6 63.3 65.9.

3.5 59.8 63.3

00 46.6 v

44.4 .4.

1.0 44.7 46.7
1.8. 54.4 56.2
1.9 56.7 58.6,

1.8 51.2 53.0
2.4. 46.84 49s2

404,0 53.9 a
*a 52.0 440 .

3.9 53.1 57.0
3.2 60.3 63.5
2.8 55.4 58.3
2.1 56.2 58.3
3.2 49.1 ' 52.3

mi. MP 57.7 VI

.1. 57.0 VP. 1.

4.2 55.1 59.3
3.9 56.0 59.9
3.9
4.1 V

4.6 56.4 60.9



APPENDIX A (contiziued)

Percintage Enrolling as Freshen

County bir

Number of
High School
Graduates, UC CSU CCC

'Inds-
pendent

Fsesno 1974 6,638 2.1% 12:6% 42.7% ,

1976 6,570 1.4 12.2 42.2 --
1978 6,629 2.0 12.1 39.4 2.1%
1980. 6,603 2.2 14.6 39.7 , 1.5
1981 6,256 2.7 14.3 1.4
1982 6,284 2.4 13.6 39.2 2.1
1983 6,098 2.6 13.6 33.5 2.3 ,

Sam 1974 6,763, 1.9 10.7 39.2
Francisco 1976 6,467 8.2 12.2 38.8

1978 5,868 9.0 14.6 42.0
1980 5,392 9.2. 13.5 42.7 6.8
1981 4,979 10.2 14.3 3923 3.9
1982 5,378 9.9 14.0 37.2 4.3
1983 5,527 11.9. 13.2 34.1 4.7

1974 4,841 2.3 6.9 44.2 .

1976 4,744 2.0 6.7 47.7 PM M.

1978 4,753 2.0 6.6 46.2 2.2.
1980 4,561 3.4-4 6.5 (46.2) 1.7
1981, 4,283 2.3 7.4 44.7
1982\ 4,077 2.7 6.7 40.4 1.5
1983 4,175 2.2 5.5 32.5 2.0

Santa 1974 4,398 5.2 4.4 47.7 two

Barbara 1976 4,489 5:7 4.2 49.8
4978 4,059 5.9 4.8 47.3 4.7
1980' 3,800 7.4 5.2 53.9. '3.0

1981' 3454'6 8.2 5.4 51.2 2.9'

1982 3,589 7.7 4.9 55.3 2.4
1983 3,459 8.8 5.2 36.9 3.5

4 Sonoma 1974 3,518' 1.9 3.4 43.7
1976 3,565 2.0 2.9 47.0 AM PM

1978 3,626 3.0 3.3 40.7 2.5
1980 34436 3.4 4.3 44.6 1.9
1981 3,423 4.0 4.1 44.0 2.1
1982. 3,466 4.2 4.4 37..9 2.0
1983 3,443 4.7 5.2 44.6 2.0

Marin 1974 3,466 10,2 1.7 43.4 PM AM

1976 3,339 10.0 7.7 49.3
1978 34459 11.9 8.0 40.2 4.5
1980 3,148 13.6 40.3 5.3
1981 3,270 13.0 7.7. 40.6 3.7
1982 2,983 12.6 8.0 (40.6)* 4.0
1983 2,940 15.4 8.8. 26.1 3.2

Total Grand
Public Total

57.4% --
55.8
53.5 -55.6%
56.5 58.0

55. 57.3
4 52.0

PP AP

57.8
59.2
65.6
65.4

,63.8
61.1

59.2

53.4
56.4
54.8
56.1
54.4
49.8
39.1

.57.3
59.7
58.0
66.5
64.8
67.9
50.9

49.0
51.9
47.0
52.3
52.0
46.5
54.5

61.3
67.0
60.1
62.7
61.3
61.2
50.3

--
71.2
72.2
67.7
65.4
63.9

57.0
57.8
57.2
51.3
'41.1

MP

M
62.7
69.5
67.8
70..3

54.4

49-.5

54.2
53.9
4815
56.5

64.6
68.0
65.0
65.2
53.5



County Year

San Joaquin. 1974
1976
1978
1980'

1981
1982
1983

Tulare 1974
1976
1978
1980
1981
1982

1983

Stanislaw" 1974
1976

, 1978
1980
1981
1982
983

Solano 1974
1976
1978
1980
1981

1982
* 1983

Monterey 1974
1976
1978
1980
1981

1982
1983

Santa Crux 1974
1976
1978
1980
1981

1982
1983

APPENDIX A (continued)

Percentam Enrolling as Freshen
Number of
High School
Graduates'

alw

UC CSC! CCC
.Inde-
pendent

Total
Public

Grand
'Total,

4,116 3.4% 3.6% 45.5% -- 52.5% --

4,121 2.2 -3.0 56.8 .- 62.0 .
4,141 3.0 2.9 50.0 3.5% 55.9 59.4%
3,805 3.3 3.4 59.3 5.7 66.0 71.7

3,183 4.0 4.6 61.0 4.5 69.6 74.1

3,716 3.5 4.6 47.6 3.4 55.7 59.1

3,534 3.4 3.8 43.2 4.0 50.4 54.4

2,554 1.4 3.4 48.6 .... ,53.4 ...

2,721 1.8 2.9 46.4 ., 51.1 .-

2,649 1.4 2.4 48.2 1.5 52.0 53.5
2,790 1.6 4.0 49.1 1.4 54.7 56.1
2,983 1.6 3.8 40.8 1.4 46.2 47.3
2,743 1.3 3.8 46.9

,

1.2 52.0 53.2.

2,752 1.7 3.9 37.0 1.7 42.6 44.3
r.

2,862 1.4 5.1 39.1 ... 45.6 MO Mb

2,771 1.9 4.7 44.6 ... 51.2 ..

2,792 1.4 5.6 34.0 * 2.3 41.0 43.3

3,277 1.1 5. 35.1
,

1.7 41.9 43.4r

2,805 1.6 5.8 45.3 2.1 52. 54.9

2,815 2.6 7.6 43.3 1.8 53.5 55.3

2,838 3.0 6.9 39.2 1.7 49.1. 50.8

2,542 4.3 418 39.6- ..... 48.7 414

2,578 3.8 5.6 42.7 .. 52.1 --

2,469 4.3 5.4 41.0, 2.4 50.7 53.2

2,782 5.4 5.6 40.3 2.1 51.3 53,4
2,794 4.7 5.0 39.2 1.8 48%9 50.7

2,755 ( 4.4' 5.7 41.8 1.4 51.9 53.3

2,679 5.2 5.3 38.4 1.6 48.9 50.5

3,006 4.8 5.4 58.4 .... 68.6 AM NIP

3,125 4.9 5.0 57.9 ... 67.8 MI 40

3,04i 4.8 3.9 S6.7 3.0 65.4 68.4

2,8* 6.0 4.7 50.3 3.3 61.0 64.3

4646 6.0 5.6 46.3 4.0 58.0 62.1

2,103 5.5 4.0 0.1 '3.4 t5.6 59.0

2,795 5.4 4.8 35.24 3.5 45.4 48.9

2 022 4.4 3.0 40.6 .. 48.0 OP 10

2,217 5.3 2.9 39.6 -- 47.8

1,964 5.6 5.3 39.8 3.4 50.7 54.1

1,986 5.8 4.5 48.1 5%3 58.4 63.7

2,057 4.6 5.3 46.6 2.6 56.4 5E9
2,032 v 6.3 4.8 42.4 3.5 53.3 57.0

1,944 8.0 5.7 43.6 3.2 57.3 60.5

-32-
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APPENDIX A (continued)

Percentage Enrolling as Freshmen
Number of

High School IndWir Total Grand
County Year Graduates UC CSU tee pendent Public Total

Placer

Merced.

f

. ..

Shasta

Butte

San Luis
Obispo

Imperial

1974
1976
1978
1980
1981
1982
1983

6

--

1,589
1,675
1,838
1,807
2,002
1,863
1,803

2.0%
1.8
2.1
3.7.'
2.4
2.7
3.8

1974 1,818 2.0
1976 2,853 1.6
1978 1,891 2..5-

1980 , 1,790 2.3
1981 /- (1,808 2.3
1982 -'1,564. 2.4
1983 ..,1,679 2.3

1974 .1;368 1.5
1976 1,399 1.1'

1978 1,537 1.3
1980 1,520,, 1.6
1981 1,533 1.6
1982 1,587 2.8
1983 1,533 2.0

1974 1,462 1.9
1976 1,424 2.0
1978 1,356 ,2.6
1980 1,473 3.0
1981 1,491 2.9
1982 1,492 1.8
1983 1,495 3.1

1974 1,560 1.8
1976 1,557 2.1
1978 1,356 1.9
1980 1,586 1.8
,1981 1,359 3.2
1982 1,482 2.8
1983 1,463 2.7

1974 1,259 2.9
1976 1,241 2.6
1978 1,348 1.9

_

1980 1,312 2.0
1981 1,357 3.1
1982 1,306 2.5
1983 1,262 4.0

-33-

3.7%
3.1
3.8
3.1
4.6
4.9
5.7

39.1%
41.1
36.5
48.5
44.4
38.4
40.0

..-

-- -

1.14.
1.3
1.4
1.4
2.1

44.8%
46.0
42.4
55.3
51.5
46.0
49.5

..

.....b

43.1%
56.6
53.0
47.4
51.6

4.1 58.1 ...-. 64.2 ..
,

5.6 52.5 .-- 59.7 IMOP

5,2 51.6 1.2 59.3 . 60.5
7.3 59.3 0.9 .6C9. 69.8
6.3 55.4: 1.4 64.0 -65.4
7.4 56 1.0 66,4 67.4
8.9 3973 1.2 50.7 51.9

.

2.0 52.8 -, 56.3 --
2.2 55.7 -- 59.8 --
2.0 55.0 1.4 58.3 59.7
5.2 (55.0) 1.7 59:8 61.5
3.3 1.3 .

4.Q 42.7 1.2
;4

49.5 50.7
4.7 42.2 0.9 48.9

I
49.8

13.3 38.9 .. 54.1 MP PP

9.8 34.5 . -- 46.3 --
11.4 39.2 1.8 53.2 55.0
13.1. 42.2 1.7 58.3 60.0
13.3 45.3 2.4 61.5 63.9
.13.1 (45.3)* 1.7 60.2' 61.9,,

11.7 14.4 1.5 29.2 30.7

11.3 37.7 50.8
10.1 45.6 57.8 --
10.0 45.6 2.1 57.5 59.6
8.1 46.9 1.5 56.8 58.3
9.9 49.3 1.5 62.5 63.9
8.5 42.6 1.5 53.9 55.4
10.4 35.0 2.3 48.1 50.4

2.9 46.3 -- 52.1 MD .

3.2 48.0, -. 53.8 .-

3.2 43.8 1.3 48.9 50.2
3:5, 48.3 1.4 53.8 55.2
3.3 38.5 1.4 44.9 4 46.3
3.4 52.8 2.3 58.7 61.0
4.1 41.2 1.5 49.3 50.8

37
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APPENDIX A (continued)

-.Percentage Enrolling as Freshmen
Number of
High School Inde- Total .Grand

County Year Graduates UC 10111U -CCC pendent :Public Taal
,

Yolo 1974 1,411 8.9% 10.6% 30.8% -= 50.3% --
1976 1,259 10.2 9.8 35.1 -- , 55.1 MIMI

1978 1,248 12.0 10.9 34.6 1.9% 57.5 59.4%
1489 1,315 11.6L 9.3 30.9 1.3 51.8 53.1

1981 1,280 11.6 9.5 35.7 1.3 56.8 58.1

1982 1,259 12.1 9.5 33.8 1.7 55.4 57.1
1983 1,188 10.5 10.6 33.8 1.6 54.9 -56.5

Numboldt . 1974 1,601 r 1.3 9.2 31.6 or OP 42.1 --

1976 1,448 1.3 7.4 34.3 -- 43.0 --

'1978 1,422 2.0 8.2' 32.3 1.5 42.5 44.0

1980 1,328 2.3 9.9 (30.2) 1.5 42.4 43.9
1981 1,199i 2.6 10.0 45.6 1.3 58.2 59.5

1982 1471` 3.1 10.0 37.7 1.4 50.8. 52.2

1983 1,105 2.6 10.8 33.0 2.5 46.4 48.9

Napa 1974 1,294 . 3.6 2.9 57.7 OD MO 64.2

1976 1,297 4.1 3.5 48.7 -- 56.3 --

1978 1,275 4.4 4.1 51.8 6.4 60,3 66.7.

1980 1,276 5.3 4.8 (51.8) 8.2 61.9 '7.0.1

1981 1.,191 5.0 5.1 6.0 -

1982 1,212 6.3 4.8 64.4 6.7 75.7 82.4

1983 , 1,203 5,8 . 6.4 30.5 4.1 42.7 46,8

El Dorado 1974 800 2.4 5.8 29.6 ... 37.8 --

1976 862 2.8 5.8 35.6 -- 44.2 --

1978 932 3.4 8.7 35.7 1.8 47.8 49.6

1980. f 916 4.7 8.4 (32.5) 2.4 45.6 48.0

1981 1,014 4.5 7.5 2.8

1982 971. 3.7 8.4 38.2 1.0 50.3 51.3

1983 964 4.4 7.5 35.8 , 0.7' 47.7 48.4

Mendocino 1974 817 1.7 6.6 41.0 -- 49.3 --

1976 848 2.5 7.4 34.1 -- 44.0 --

1978 867 2.5 7.0 30.8 2.1 40.3 42.4

1980 828 2.8 7.8 32.6 2.1 43.2 45.3

1981 888 4.1 8.8 46.6 1.5 59.5 60.9

1982 868 3.9 7,4 37.8 1.8 49.1 50.9

1983 773 3.4 10.7 26.8 2.5 40..9 43.4

Zings. 1974 1,006 1.9 6.2 33.6 -. 41.7 ea gib

1976 943 1.5 6.6 42.5 .... 50.6 --

1978 984 1.8 5.1 41.1 2.5 48.0 50.5

1980 903 1.6 6.9 43.3 1.9 51.8 53.7

1981 887 1.9 7.7 44.8 2:1 54.4 56.6

1982 899 140/ 5.9 44.2- \ 2.3 51.4 53.7

1983 856 3.2 0.2 46.3. 1.6 55.7 57.3



APPENDIX A (continued)

Percentage Enrolling as Freshmen
Number of

High School Inde- Total Grand
County Year Graduates - UC -mu CCC pendent Public Total

Suttet 1974 619 3.2%
1976 693 2.2
1978 685 3.2
1980 718 6.0
1981 722 1.9
1982 676 4.7
1983 678 4.3

Madera 1974 539 2:6
1976 467 1.5
1978 552 ;.3
1980 570 1.8
1981 7r1' 1.5

41.1982 577. 2.1
. 1983 . 606 _1.0.

raia 1974 417 2.2
1976 497 1.2
1978 547 2.2
1980 .536 2.8
1981 573 2.6
1982 694 4.3
1983 650 4.0

Tehama
%

1974\ 538 4 1.7
1976 486 2.3
1978 546 33
1980 519- 1.3
1981 572 1.6
1982 560 1.6
1983 : 514 2.5

Siskiyou 1974 571 1.9
1976" 524 1.5
19 525 1.2

LA() 532 2.4
1981 503 2.0
1982 508 2.4
1983 490 3.3

.,

Yuba 1974 584 1.7

1976 516 1.4
1978 . 485 0.8
1980 502 1.6
1981 485 2.5
1982 490 1.8
1983 452 2.4

39-35-

3.4%
4.3
6.0
5.6
7.2-

5.0
8.4

11.7

49.8%
50.6
46.9
51.0
44.5
42.9
33.9
...

32.5

--

--"
2.8%
1.4
0.8
14
1.6

..-

56.4%
57-1
56.1
62.6
53.6:
52.6
.46.6

46.8

--
-.

58.9%
64.0
54.4
53.6
48.2

--
12.2 39.61 .

-- 53.3 "P-
10.9 38.6 3.4 51.8 55.2
11.9 43.3. 3.2 57.0 60.2
8.7 1.5
14.0 47.1 3.1 - 63.2 66.3
10.4 28.1 1.8 39.5 41.3

3.8 35.0 -- 41.0 -.

2.0 36.4 .- .
39.6 --

3.6 33.3 2.6 39.1 41.7 .8.

4.7 41.6 1.1
.

49.1 56.2
4.2 42.1 1.6 48.9 50.4
4.2 .31.0 1.2 39.5 40.7
6.5 35.7 13 46.2 47.7

7.1 41.8 _.. 50.6 --

6.8 44.8 -- 53.9 --
3.7 41.0 2.0 48.0 50.0
7.3 (41.0) 1.9 49.6 51.5
8.9 1.4
6.6 45.5 1.4 53.7 55.1..
8.0 37.2 -1.9 47.7 49.6

4.6 37.3 -- 43.8 --
4.6 42.2 -- 48.3 --
7.0 46.1 1.3 54.3 55.6
5.4 (41.3) 0.6 49.1 ,49.7

5.4 1.6
5.3 55,3 1.2 63.0 64.2
6.1 41.2 1.0

.

50.6 51.6

2.6 54.1 -- 58.4 --
1.7 61.0 -- 64.1 --
3.9 57.1 2.1 61.8 63.9
3.2 .50.0 . 1.8 54.8 56.6
3.7 48.7 3.5- 54.9 57.3
3.3 40.0 . 1.0 4511 46.1
5.3' 42.3 - 2.4 50.0 52.4



APPENDIX A (continued)

Percentage Enrolling as Freshmen
Number of

School

SeAILL.... uates

TUalumike. 1974
1976
1978
980

1

1982

Lake.,

LaSsen

368
363
74

1983

1974
1976
1978
1980
1981
1982
1983

1974
1976
1978
1980
1981
1982
1983

Calaveras 1974
1976
1978
1980
1981
1982
1983

Glenn

Plumes

1974
1976.

1978
1980
1981
1982
1983

1974
1976
1978
1980
1981
1982
1983

3
399
450

304
305
354
376
376
403
416

289
284-
302
273
297
300
306

207
222
247
323
289
293
305

303
344
309
299
;86
322
290

243,

255
252
277
280
276
242

w

4

CSU
tride-

CCC molt
Total Grand
,Public Toikl

2.5%k_ 6.3%
1.4 8.3

.2.4 8.3
4.0 6.7
1.8 4.7
3.8 4.0
2.4 1.7.1

2.3 6.3
2.3 66
2.0 3.4
2.9- 7.7
1.9 . 5.3
2.0 6.0
2.2 .5.0

1.0 3.1
1.4 2.5
1.3 520
1.7 2.6
2.0 3.4
1.7 4.0
1.0 3.3

1.0 1.4
1.8 7.2
1.3 6.5
1.9 9.6
1.0 7.6
4.4 8.2
2.6 6.2

4.0 9.2
1,7 10.8
3.2 9.1
5.7 9.4 ,

2.1 7.7
4.0 8.1
2.4 9,3

0.4 11.5
1.6 7.8
0.0 11.1
1.1 9.0
4'6 6.8
2.2 5.1
1.7 6.2

-36-

32.9%
39.9
2$.3
39.8
44.1
48.6
37.8

41.1
42.6
43.8
36.7
44.4
41.4
32.0

37.0
54.9
51.3
(52.3)
4518
44.0
45.8

32.8
37.4
37.7
32.5
40.8
33.1
40.0

22.8
31.7
23.9
.45.5
48.6
21.4
21.0

34.6
29.8
34.5
36.4
48.9
27.9
37.6

7

MI.

_-

3.2%
3.3
1.8
1.8
1.6

M. NIP

=I OM

1.1
1.1
2.1
1.0
0.7

OP OP

w-

1.0
1.5
11.1
013
0.7

.10

4.0
0.9
0.7
1.4
4.3

IN MP

fol

2.6
0.3
1.4

1.6
1.7

=,.
0.4
1.4
2.9
1.1

2.5

41.7%
49.6
39.0.
50.5
50.6
56.4
47.3

49:7
51.5
49.2
47.3
51.6
49.4
39.2

41.1
58.8
57.6
55.6
51.2
49.7
50.1

-85:2
46.4
45.3
44.0
49.5
45.7
48.8

36.0
44.2
36.2
60.6
58.4
33.5
32.7

46:5
39.2
45.6
46.5
60.3
35.2
45.5

IP WS

miellP

42.2%
53.8
52.4
58.2
48.9

-MP

&0.3
48.4
53.7
50.4
39.9

MO

NIP MP

58..6

57.1
64.3
50.0

, 50.8

110 MEI

49;3
44:9
50.2
47.1

53.1

MN

MD =I

38.8
60.9
59.8
35.1
34.4

OM it

AMO MEI

46.0
47.9
63.6
36.3
48.0

40



San Benito.'.

Amador

Del Norte

TOTAL**

APPENDIX A (continued)

, Percinitam Enrolling as Freshmen
Number of
Nfgh School ,

Year Graduates UC

1974
1976'
1978
1980
181
1982
1983

254
276 .

256
246
259
.233

309

1974 299
1976 270
1970 2$1'..

1980 227
1981 216.

1982- 267
1983 233...'

1974 153
1976 183

1978 .239

1980 223-
1981 197
1982 226
1983- 193

1974 7:249.
1976 241
1970 * 201'

1980 184

1981 197

1982 .218

1983 .215

1974 289,714
'1975 293,941
1976 289,454
1977 285,360
1978 283,841
1979 2784441
1900 270,1
1981. 260,229
1980 265,924
1983 26,160

l 3.211'

2.2
.3.5

2.8
3.5.
3.9
1.7

4.4
5.2
3.9
2.6
3.2
2.2
3.4

3.9 10.4'..:29.4

1.6
1.3
1.1
2.5,
1.8
4.1

0.'4

1.6
2.0
-0.5

1.0
0.9
2.8

CSU CCC
,Inde-
pendent

''

Total
patlis

55.2%
.56.2
57.4
50.8
56.8
4
-43.2

Grand
Total

7.1S 44.V%
8.7 45.3
9.4 44.5
6..1 41.9
7.3 44.0
3.4 40.3
5.6.'-011.9

ell MO

MO

5.1%
9.3

4.3.

2.3

604
62.5
51.9
45.5

8.4 .

7.0
6.8
6.6

.10.2

8.2
11..6

30.1.

31:8
31.3
40.1

27.3
26.6

. 00 ea1
1.15
9.3
1:9.
5.6

1-1

5.1
5.3
5.1
5.2
5.5
S.&
6.0
6.4
6.4
7.0

8.8
6.3
8.1
6.2

12.4'.

::d0.1

31.4
34.0
24.3
33.7

M

1.3
4:1
"4.0
4.1

7.2 25.7 eV

8.3 32.0 _4e

7.0 24.4' "0.5
8.1 (26.3) 0.5
7.1 1.0
8.7 25.2 0.0
3.7 19.5 0.9

7.6 41.3
7.5
7.8 4 .7 me lei

8.0 43.3 3.6
8.4 41.4 3.4
8.7 42.1 3.4
9.0 43.0 3.5
9.0 42.1 3.3
9.0 42.8 3.2
8.9 37.9 3.4

42.0- .

44.0
42.0 434:
49.3 58.6
50.0 41a,
37.7 4,01
4E6, 420

05

43.7
57.3
040.2 41.9
40.8 42.1
44.6 48.1
32.3 36:3
50.2 54.3

33.3..

41.9
33.4
34.9 .

34.8
26.0

54.0
55.9
54.6
56.5
55.3
56.6

'58.0
57.6
58.2
53.8

ble

33.9
35.4

34.8
26.9

11*

60.1
58.7
60.0
61.5
60.8
161.4'

57.2'

rryy

note* are forrall 1981, since 1982 data are not yet avitilable.
***Percents vete not calculated for Colusa, Trinity, Nodoc. Mariposa, Mono,

4Orts; and Alpine Counties because of the snail numbers of high school
graduates. Nowsver, data for these counties are inclided in the "Total"
figures.

.37. 91kr



APPENDIX

Ethnic Distribution of 1982 Graduates of Public and Private
California, Ugh Schools, and 1983 First-Thae freshmen at the

University of California, .the California State University, and the
Calif la Canmunity Colleges, by County and Sex, in Percent

Ethnic Grp"
Mier- Ethnic

Sig- leans Flui- His-. lots
County, sent Sex plumper lndian Asian .pino Reis Suck iiiiite Missing

. 4N.
.

Los HE T 03,256 0.4% 7.5% 1.3% 26.7%
"

15.5% 40.6% .0%
Angeles , ..

v
VC N 2.9651 0.5 21.8 2.8 11.8. 6.3 56.8 1.8 .'

F 2,887 0.3 18.5 3.1 11.4 10.1 56.0 . 2.0.
-.

CSU M '3,268 0.5 16.3 2.5 17.5 8.7 54.5 3'.9
F 4,000 0.5 .14.5 2.6 16.0 -13.4 53.0 .3.8_

CCC PS 12,388 0.8 6.8 1.8 21.9 -17.1 51.6 3.6

., ; 1 13,521 1.4 5.0 1.7 22.7 20.0 49.6 - . 3.5

Orange 55 T 26,027 0%6 6.9 41D.5 10.6 1.4 80.0 o.o

996 0.7 22.2 1.3 4.6 0.3 70.9 3.3

969' 0.3 19.5 1.9 4.6 1.5 72.2 3.0

CSU H '1,106 1.3 12.5 0.7, 6.0 1.2 7,8.3 2.4

F 1,313 /0.6 11.5 0.9 6.4 1.2 79.4 1.9

CCC M 4,997 1.1 8.7 , ,0.8 9.2 1.4 78.8 1.4 -

F '5,116 1.1 5.3 0.9 8.8 1.4' 82.5 . 1.1

-

San Diego RS T 22,364 0.5 5.4 ' 3.2 15.9 '5.8 69.2 0.0

VC -M 670 0.7 9.1 8.6 9.2 3.7 68.7 4.1
F 753 0.5 7.8 9.1 8.9 4.2 69.5 2.5

CIU H 692 0.4 .9.7 6.8 9.8 3.5 69.6 1.9
F . 856 0.7 6.6 5.8 10:9 6.5 69.5 1.6

CCC H 3,380 1.5 6.8 4.6 9.2 5.6 72.3 0.9
F 3,416 1.3 4.6' 4.1 10.4 6.2 73.4 1.3

9



APPZNDIX B (cont need)

'Ethnic Group

Amer- r Ethnic

Scan Fili- His- Data% Sag-
County

#

!Et Sex Number indiap Asian dm_ panic Black White Nissino

Beata 18 T 16,816 0.6% 9.4% 2.7%

Clare
ot n 649 0,6 me ni

F 641 co 20...4 2.5

C8U4 0 779 1.3 16.6 4.0

IF 951...... '0.4 11.8 4.4

CCC

Alameda- ns

UC

COU

CCC.

San IS
Bernardino

UC

CAI

CCC

Sacramento NS

UC

0811

CCC

N
F

2,835
2,871

12,792

II 430
F 535

N 142
F 630

N 2,061
ir -2,209

10,618

M 136
F 179

n 287
323

N. ' 1;634
F 2,016

T '9,837

N 243
F 265

0 326
F 429

I 1,624
F 1,727

2.11 9.8 7.6
1.7 6.4 3.6

1.'0 7.6' 2.4

1.6 .23.5 4.4

0.1- 19.6 6.9

1.7 9.7 4.4
. 0.6 . 12.0. 5.4

. 2:4 9.6 0 4.5
1.8 6.0 _ 3.6

0.9_ 2.1 0.4

0.7 10.4 2.9

0.0 '8.9 1.7

0.7 7.0 0.0
1.2 5.6 0.6

2.3 2.1 0.8

2.1 2.4 0.8

1.5% 6.4% 1.3%

2.5 14.4 2.5'

"1"0.4 13.9 0.4

0.6 7.4 1.5

0.5 5.4 1.6

2.1 7.2 1.9

1.7 3.6 1.5

14.8% 4.1%
.

68.4% 0.10%

4.1 1.5 72.8
.

2.2

5.3 1.4 70.4 3.3

7.5 1.9 68.7 4.2 .

7.9 3.2 72.3 . 44.4

10.2 3.0 71.5 6.4

11.4 3.4 .73.5 6.0

11.4 20.2 51.4 0.0

2.6' 6.5. 61.4 . 2.5

6.3 15.0 52.1 0.7

7.7. 12.4 44.1 4.1

6.6 19.8 55.6 409

8.9 22.3 52.3, 1.4

9.4 26.6 52.6 1.5

16.4 7.6 72.6; 0.0

8.8 3.7 73.5 0.7

8.9 8.4 72.1 4.4

12.5 4.5 75.3 1.4

14.2 9.0 69.4 2.1

;0.9 8.5 .65.4 3.3

17.8 7.2 69.7 2.1

9.7% 10.2 70.9% 0.0%

4.9 6.2 69.5 1.7

5.7 8.7 70.9 1.9

6.4 7.4 76.7 5.8

6.0 8.2 78.i 4.4

8.2 10.6 70.0 1.4

9.5 12.9 70,0 1.4



.County

Contra
Costa

Riverside

Ventura

San -Mateo

APPENDIX B (con d)

Sag-
sent Sax tLi

Ethnic Group,

Ethnic
Data
?Using

Amor-
ican

Andian
Fili-

As_ian Tina
His-
panic Black White

HS T '1549 0.3 4.4 I. 6.7 10.1 77.1 0.0

UC N 425 0,7- 11.5 2.4 3.3 3.5 78.6 0.7
F 521 0.5 14.3 2.6 4.0 4.6 74.0 2.3

CSU M 258 '1.5 5.0 1.6 4.7 4.3 82.9 10.0
F 336 0.5 4.8 2.4 2.0 8.9 81.4 7.4

CCC N 1,633 1.0 5.8 0.2 5.7 . 10.3 77k0 '9.9

F 1,616 0.8 3.4 0.4 7.2 12.3 749 7.7

MS 7,24T 0.8 1.4 0.6 20.4 7.3 69.5t 0.0.

,,

UC H 156 0.6 7.7 0.0 13.6 5.1 7..0 3.2",.

. F 175 1.1 5.7 0;0 13.2 5.1 74.9 '2.9

CSU M 129 0,8 2.3 0.0 8.5 4.7 83.7 1.6

F 154 1.9 2.6 0.7 7.5 6.5 70.8 2.6

'..CCC M 1,170 1.7 2.8 0.4 17.5 6.2 72.4 0.9

1,341 1:9 0.7 0.5 18.9 6.7 71.3 1.6

MS T 7,341 1.3% 3.9% 0.7% 17.2% 15.9% 74.0% 0.0%

UC M 15i 0.0 10.1 0.6 7.6 1.9 79.8 0.0

F 197 1.5 7.2 5.6 7.6 2.5 75.6 4.1

M 198 0.0 8.1 4.0 8.1 1.0 78.8 0.5

175 1.7 6.8 2.9 12.6 1.7 74.3 .0.6

CCC M 1,295 1.9 2.9 2.2 19.5 3.3 70.2 0.8

F 1,254 1.5 2.0 1.4 16.0 b3.0 76.1 0.4

MS. T 6,621 0.3 7.5 4.5 11.0 6.2 70.5 0.6

UC H 257 0.0 , 17.1 2.3 6.2 1.0 72.8 0.8

F 276 0.0 14.1 6.2 3.3 1.8' 74.6 1.0

CSU 192 0.5 15.1 4.8 10.4 4.6 64.6 12.5

F 222 0.0 11.7 5.8 6.3 6.8 69.8 14.4

CCC M 19183 0.7 8.1 5.6 11.5 4.4 67.1 5.2

F 1,216 1:2 6.5 5.1 .11.6 6.6 69:0 3.7



APPENDIX B (continued)

Ethnic Group
Amer-

Si- 1can Fill-
County eat bpi efifrj: Indian Asian pino

Fresno H8 T

DC P1

F

CSU M
F

-CCC M

Sin
Francisco

Rein

Sinta
Barbara

'RS T

F

CSU PI

F

-CCC M
F

IS T

DC M
F

CSU H
F

CCC 11

F

HS T

DC M
F

9SU M

CCC N
F

6,437 1.1 4.2 0.5

78. 1.2 .17.9 1.3

74 0.0 21.6 1.4

304 .1.3, '5.9 0.0
447 0.9 6.0- 1.3

943 - 2.4 3.9 0.7

982, 1.1 2.3 1.0

5,418 c 0.3% 27:4% 9.1%

314 -0.0 45.9 6.4.
303 0.6 "46.3 7.2 .

262 0.0 38.2 10.7.

352 0.6 40.9 8.5

86 0.6 40.9 8.2

'942 0.5 35.0 11.1

4,372 '0.7 1.5 1.2

47 0.0 14.9 2.1
43 0.0 7.0 0.0

84 0.0 1.2 1.2

137 1.5 2.8 2.2

650 3.2 2.0 1.4

602 2.2 1.5 0,8

4,200 0.4 3.0 0.6

139 0.0 5.0 0.0

152 4.7. 8.5 2.0.

89 2.2 2.2 0.0

87 1.1 6.0 4 0.0

574 1.4 3.0 1.9

647 1.7 1.4 2.1

His-
paniC Black

28.0 6.9

9.0 2.6
13.5 4.0

22.7 2.3
15.5 7.4

25.7 6.1
27.6 8.9

15.0% 16..0%.

5.4. .1.9'

5.0 4.6

12.2 9,9
11.4 1248 ,

11.1' 16.1
11.8' 17.1

22.0 6.0

8.5 4.3
2.3 9.3

15.5 4.8
14.6 6.6

15.8 1.7(
15.8 6.3

Ethnii
Data

Missing

59,3 0.0

68.0 2.5
59.5 4.0

67.8 3,3
68.9 1.3

61.2 1.4_
59.1 2.1

C

324% 0.0%

,40.4 0.6
36.3 2.0

29.0 16.4
25.8 . 13.0

23.1: 2.2
24.5 2.7

68.6 0.0
r

70.2 4.2
8/.4 2.3

77.3 3.5
72.3 0.7

60.9 1.2

73.4 1.1

18.7 3.5 70.8 0.0'*

7.9 2.2' 84.9 2.1

10.5 1.3 77.0 1/3

5.7' 3.4 86.5 2.2

17.3 5.7 . 69.0" 1,1

16.0 3.5'- 74.2 2.6

16.2 1.7 76.9 2.3

4



APPENDIX B (continued)

Ethnic Gro
Amer- Ethric

County
Fill- HisSeg- can

Dent Sex Suit ler Indian Asian pino panic Black White

Sonoma RO T 3,4/5 1.4% 1.8%

UC N 78 0.0 6.4
75 0.0 4.0

CSU 1 92 1.1, 2.2
F 75 1.3 1.4

3

Marini

CCC N 678 5.6 2.2
F 781 4.6 1.5

H8 T 2,930 .0.1 2.3

UC.

CSU

201 0.5 3.5
233 0.0 8.2

114 0.0 5.2
118 0.8 5.0

379 1.3 4.5
356 2.5 1.5

San ns T 3,714 0.4 7.0
Joaquin i.

' UC N 56 1.8 28.6
F

.
57 0.0 17.6

CSU M 60 1.7 8.3
63 3.1 6.3

CCC 650 2.6 5.1
F 645 2.2 3.6

Tulare HS T 2,964 1.9% 1.4%

UC M 22 4.5 9.1
'F 24 0.0 0.0

CSU M 47 2.1 0.0
F 45 0.0 4.4

CCC N 451 3.1 1.1
F 476 3.2_ 1.3

0.4% 6.1% 13% 89.01 COI

0.0 5.1 0.0 88.5 2.
1.4 1.3 1.3 92,0 5.3

24.2 7.6 6.5 80.4 4.4
2,7 4.0 1.3 84.3 84,

0.0 4.4 1.5, 86.3 4.5
0.4 4.1 1,3 88,1 3.

0.4 2.2 2.0 93.0 CO

0.0 1.5 0.5 94.0 4.0v
1.3 3.0 1.3 86.2

0.0 0.9 2.6 91.3 7,3
0.0 0.8 3.5 89.9 L1,0,

0.0 1.6 2.4 90.2 0.5
0.0 2.8 1.1 92.1

2.6- 18.0 5.7 66.5 0.0p,

7.1 '8.9 3.6 50.0 Cap
5.2 14.0 3.5 9,7 5.3

1.7 16.7 10,0 61. 5,00
4.8 7.9 14.3 63. 6.3

41

5.6 15.5 7.8 63.4 8,ce

2.9 19.4 5.9 66.0 7,4

0.8% 30.3% 2.4%. 63.23 (1.04%

0.0 9.1 0.0 77.3 0.0
0.0 25.0 4.2 70.8 0.0

2.2 23.4 2.1 70.2 10.6
2.2 13.4 11.1 '-68.9 2,2

1.1 24.8 1.1 68.8 4.4
'0.9 25.2 1:9 67.5 3.8



%.1

APPENDth B (cqntfnued)

Ethnic Group
Amer- Ethnic

Sag- kin' Fili- His- Data
County sent IE !Hatt INlie Ade ino panic Black Whits rissing

Staaislaus SS.

,

Solano

UC

CSU

CCC

114

M.

C61.1

CCC

Monterey AS

UC

CSU

CCC

T 3,023

M 45
F 39

0 /9
. 99

N 501
/ 586

T 2,869

N. 66
F .66

d 53
F 76

.M 418
524

T 2,758

NH 76
F 62

If :56
"1" 468

M 4410,

F 470

Santa Cruz HS ir 1/410,981

UC

CSU

CCC

M 76

F 74

M 43
F 61

N 389
F 441

'1.2 2:3 0.4 12.8.

0.0 8.9 6.7 4.4
0.0 7.7 2.6 5.1

0.0 3.8 1.3 6.3
F 0.0. 2.0 2.1b '7.0

2.4 3.8 0.4 15.2
1.2______24.2._ _ OA 13.8

1.6 81.7 0.0

0.0 80.0 0.0
'0.0 84.6 0.0

..

0.0 88.6 , 6.3

1.0 87,e9 2.0'

22 77.0 2.4
_ _0.9 81.2 _ ___ .14._ ________

. -4.40,,,..

1.0 4.1 6.5 8.4. 16.6.

0.0 10.6 19.7 LS 4.5
3.0 9.1 16.7 6.1 15.1

0.0 1.9 11.0, ,1.9 18.9
0,0 4.6 11..8 '14.5 6.6

1.2 4.5 10.1 5.3 28.6
1.9 -4.1 8:12 7.5 20.4

0.5%, 5.9% 5.4 17.1% 7.7%

0.0 11.9 3.9 '7.0 5.3

0:0 9.7 4.8 6.5 3.2

1.8 12.5 5.4 12.5 0.0

0.0 - 1.5 4..4 8.8 8.8.

1.3 4.2 *-5.6 22.3 7.3

1.9 2.1 5.1 20.3 7.9

0:3 3.0
, .

0.8 11.6 0.5

0.0 9.2 0.0 1.3 1.3

0.0 6.8 0.0 5.4 0.0

2.-3 9.3 0.0 7.0 0.0

1.6 44 0.0 8.3 0.0

0.3 3.1 1.0 11.6 1.a

1.1 2.0 2.0 11.8 0.4

03.4 0.0

63.7 0.0.

06.0 11.3
64.5 5.3

60.3 4.9,
574 2.5

63.7% ,0.0%

71.0 2.6
75.8. .,.6.4

,

67.8, 1.8

76.5 4.4
.

59.3 3.1
62.7 4.9

83.8 '0.0

88.2 3.9

87.8 1.4
( ''\

81.4 7.0

85.2 1.6

83.0', 0.3
82.7 0.9, .

,;



APPENDIX B (continued)

Ethnic Group
IP)

Amor-
kr ican Fill- His-

County sent 521 Number Ilan As_ian pino panic, Black

Placer

Merced

Shasta

Butte

M8 T 1,824 0.8 1.2 0.1 7.5'

UC N 28 3.6 7.1 3.6 14.3

.

! 38 0.0
.

5:3
.

0.0 7.9

CSU II 44 0.0 2.3 0.0 4.5
F 51 0.0 2.0 0.0 3.9

CCC M 318 1.3 1.6 0.3
/

6.0
F 385 0.8 1.8 0.0 4.2

ES T .1,702 0.5% 3.2% 0.4%, 23.4%

UC N 15 0.0 '6.7 6.6 6:7
F 22 0,0 18.1 CLO 4;6

CSU Pi

F
59
86' 001

3.4
2.3

0.0.
1.2

11..9

ib.5

CCC 1 . 309 ,0.7 2.9 1,3 16.8
F 290. .0.7 1.4 1.0 26.3

HS T 19590 2.7; 0.4 0.0 2.0

UC d 15 0.0 0.0 0.0 13.3
F' 14 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

CSU, N 35 2.9 0.0 0.0 5.7
F 33 6.1 0.0 0.0 0.0

.4.

CCC h 287 4.2 0.7 0.3 2.2

a

F 345 3.2 0.3 0.6 2.0

HS T 1,522 3.7 0.9 0.2 5.6

UC P1 30 0.0' .0.0 0.0 0.0
F 13 0.0 15.4 0.0 0.0

..CST M. 74 2.7 5.4. 0.0 1.4

F 82 0.0 0.0 0.0 4.8

CCC M 108 3.7 4.6 0.0 5.6
F 95 5.3 0.0 . 0.0" 2.1

1.0

0.0
0.0

4.5
0.0

0.9
0.5

Ethnic '

Data
MissingWhite

89.4 . 0.0

71.4 0.0
86.8 5.2

88.7 6.8'4
94.1 9.8

89.9 0.3
.92.7 0.5

5.3% 67.2% 0.0%

6.7 79.3 6.6
4.5 72.8 0.0.

10.1 74...6 1.7
8.1 77.9 0.0

q

7.4 70.9 0.0
5.,2 65.4. 0.0

0.5 94.4 0.0'

..

'0.0 86.7 13.3
0.0 100.0 0.0

0.0 91.4. 2.9
3.0 90.9 9.1

1.0 91.6 4.0
0.6, 93.3 2.3'

1.6. 88.0"' 0.0

3.3 96.7 3.3
040 84.6 7.6

1.4 89.1 6.7
1.2 94.0 .15.8

0.9 85.2
1.1. 91.5 0.0



APPENDIX B (continued)

Ethnic Group
Amer-

EthnicSeq. ighn Fili- His- DataCounty ment Sax Mumper Indian Asian ping panic Black. White maim

San. Luis HS T 1,497 d.4
Obispo. >

UC 11 21 1.8
F 18 0.0

CSU. N 63 1.7
F 82 3.1

-Apoc-2- 0 281 -

F 234 1.9

Imperial a8 T 1,366 1.2%

8

UC 'N. 20 0.01

F 27 0.0

CSU M 20 0.0,
F ,31 3.2

N 206 1.5
F 274 2:8'

).
Yolo MS T 1,271 0.6

UC M -N5.8 0.0
71 1.4

CSU M 55 11.9

55 0.0

CCC M 191 1.6
F 184 1.1

"Humboldt HS 'T 1,237 8.0

UC M 17 0.0
F 12 8.3

CSU M , 35 2.9
F 73 9.6

CCC M 148 3.4
t F I 205 : 5.9

1.5 0.6 9.1 1.0 81.4

0.-0' 4.8 0.0 0.0 95.2
01,0 5..6 5.6 .0.0 88.8'

3.2 1.6 4.7 3.2 87.3
4.9 2.41 9.8 0.0 82.9

1170 --2:0---110----3[Ar--12:5
0.0 2.3 '7.0 1.9. 86.9

1.5% 0.3% 69.6' 1.5% 25:9

15.0 0.0 60.0 0.0 25.0
-18.5 0.0 74.0 0.0 7.5

5.0. 0.0 '50.0 .0.0 45.0
0.0 3.3 54.8 0.0 38.7

2.9 0.5. 62.6 3.9 28.6-
0.4. 0.4 67.5 1.5 27.4

6.3 0.3 22..3 1,6 68.9

19.0 0.0 6.9 0.0 74.1
28.2 0.0 4.2 4.2 62.0

;14.6; 0.0 16.4 0.0 69.0
7.3 1.8 20.0 0.0 70.9

4.2 1.0 21.4 2.6 69.2
3.3 1.1 19.0 2.7 72.8

,1.2 0.2 1.8 , 0.9 87.9

5.8 0.0 5.9 0.0 88.3 0.0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 91.7

0.0 0.0 5.7 0.0 91.4
2.7 0.0 2.7 1.4 83.6

.

.

.. 0.0 0.7 N4.1 0.0 91.8 ,

1.0 0.5 2.9 2.0 87.7

0.0

0.0
0.0

4.9
2.4

r04.t1

0.0

5.0
7.4.

0.0
0.0

0.0

0.0

5.2
2.8

3..6

16.3

1.1
3.3

0.0

0.0

22.8
1.3

1.3
'0.0



APPENDIX B (iontinued)

Ethnic Group'
Amor- Ethnic

Ser ican F114- His- Data
County ETt 516 Nciber Imdian Asian pine' panic nest White Missing

Napa NS

CSU

£1 Dorado "ES

CSU

,-CCC

Mendocino NS'

UC

Kings

csu

CCC

NS

UC

CSU

CC

1 1,298 0.3 0.8 1.3 4.4' 0.8 92.4

N 27 3.7 3.7 _3.7 7.4 0.0 81.5
40 0.0 2.5 Z.5 0.0 0.0 95.0

N 28 3.6 0.0 3.6 10.7 0.0 82.1
F, 44 0.0 0.0 2.4 -4.0 0.0 97.6

CCC N 145 0.7, 2.1 3.4' 5.6 0.7 87.5.

I .04.5 1.5 1.0 4.5 1.0 91.5

T 1,056 0.5% 0.6% -1.1% 2.3% 0.3% 95.2%

b 157 4.4 0.6 0.0 6.4 .1.3 87.3
177 1.7 0.0 "2.3 1.1 0.6 94.3

T 744 2.9 1.0 0.1 5.0 0:3 90.7

M 13 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0
I 13 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -,,-.70.0 100.0

N

M '94 3.2
110 .2.7

M 18 '0.0 S.6 0.0 5.5 5.6 83.3
I 32 0.0 9.4 12.5 21.8 9.4 46.9

C M 186 5r.4 2.2 .1.6 23.6 3.2. 64.0
F 'DM 2.1 0.5 2,6 28.6 6.3 59.9

20 0.0 5:0 1.3 9.0 0.0 68.0
22 0.0 4.5 1.4 13.5 0.0 59.5

34 0.0 5.9 0.0 22.7 2.9 67.8
36 0.0 0.0 1.3 15.5 0.0 68.9

29 0.0 '3.4 0 . 6 10.4 , 0.0 86.2
44 4.5 2.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 93.2

T1" 913 0.3 1.3 2.5 25.7 6.6 63.6

M. 12 0.0 16.8 , 8.0 16.8 0.0 -i8.4
F 13 0.0" 15.4 0.0 23.0 0.0 61.6.

1.1 3.2 5.3 1.1 86.1
0.0 0.0 4.5 1.9 90.9

O

0

0'.0

J0.0

2.5

10.7
9:3

5.6
3.5

0.0%

0.0
0.0 -

0.0
5.5

2.5
1.1

0.0

Ow0
0.0

10.3
13.6

7.4
4.5

0.0

-6.0
15:0

0.0
0.0

1.6
1.6



APPENDIX B (continued)

'Ethnic Group
Amer- Ethnic

Ser - ican Fili- His- Data
County, ment Sex Nabors 'Indian Asian pino panic Black White Missing

Sutter IS T 665 0.0 9.2 0.0

UC M 14 7.1 21.5 0.0

F 14, 0.0 14.3 0.0

CSU H 32 0.0 12.5 0.0
F 19 5.2 10.6 0.0

CCC M 95 1..1 6.3 0.0
F 107. 1.9 2.8' 1.9

Madera 88 T 648 1.0% 0.8%! 0.2%

9.5 1.2 6' 80.1

0.0 0.0 71.4
0.0 0.0 85.7

28.1 0.0 59.4 ,

5.3 0.0 78.9

6.3 1.1 85.2.
9.3 1.9 82.2

29.5% 3.5% 65.0

0.0

7.1
0.0

3.1
21.0

2.1
4.6

-0.0%

UC M 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0.
F 6 0.0 28.5 0.0 28.5 , 0.0 p 28.6 ^ 0.0

CSU M 33 0.06 6.0 0.0 27.3 .0 63.7 0.0

29 0.0 0.0 0.0 24.2 3.4 72.4 0.0

*

.CCC M 78 5:1 -1.3" 0,4 14.1 2.6 7.6.9

F' -20 2.4, 0.0 0.0 i8.8' 5.9 72.9 .0.0

Nevada HS' T 570 0.5 0.4
-I,.

UC M 9 0.0 0.0

F 15. '0.0 0.0

CSU .14 16 6.2 0.0

F 23 0.0 0.0

CCC M 106 0.0 0.0

F, 120 2.5 0.0

Tehamm HS T 517 1.5 2.1

UC M 2 0.0 0.0
F 10 0:0 10.0

CSU M 14 0.0 0.0
F 23 0.0 0.0

CCC i 76 2.6 ' 0.0
F 113 3.5 0.0

dr

-,0.2 1.0,

0.0 0.0 ,.

0.0 0.0

0.0 12.5
0.0 0.0

0.0 4.7
0.0 0.8

0.6 6.2

0.0 0.0
0.0 10.0.

0.0. 0.0
0.0 8.7'

0.0 2.6
0.0 8.0

-51

0.2 9.7.7 0.0
,

0:0 100.0 11.1

0.0 100.0 6.6

0.0 81.3 12.5.

0.0 290.0 4.3

0.9 94.4 0.9

0.0 96.1 10.8

0.2 89.4 0.0

0.0 100.0 0.0
0.0 80.0 10.0

0.0 100.0 7.1

-0.0' 91.3 13.9

0.0 94.8 -0.0

0.0 88.5 0.9



"APPENDIX B (continued)

,Ethnic Group
Amer- Ethnic

Segr scan Fill- His- Data
County mint Sax MAW Indian Asian pino glanig Stack White, Hissing

Siskiyau sHS T

Yuba

UC N
F

UC N
F

CSU N
F

CCC N
F

' TUoltimee RS T

UC M
F

CSU M
F .

CCC M
F

Lake HS T

UC

CSU M
F

CCC N
F

524 5.0 0.4 0.0 2.7 1.1 90.8 0.0

8 0.0 0.0 0.0 12%5 0.0 87.5 0.0
7 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0

10 0.0 0.0 0.0 20.0 10.0 70.0 30.0
15 -6.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 93.3. 13.4

88 4.5 1.1 0.0 8.0 2.3 84.1 0.0
108 6.5 0.0 0.0 6.5 0.9 86.1 -5.6-

492 1.6% 4.3% -1.2% 9.4% 6.5% 77.0% 0.0%

9 . 0.0 33.3 , 0.0 11.2 11.1 44.4 0.0
2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0

11 . 0.0 18.2 0.0 0.0 9.1' 72.7 0.0 S.

11 .0.0. 18.2 0.0 9.1 0.0 72.7 0.0

82 2.4 2.4 1.2 12.2 11.0 70.8 8.5
93 2.2 1.1 2.1 6.5 4.3 83.8 5.4

432 . 2".4 1.2 0.0, ,1.6 0.2 95.6 0.0

7 0.0 14.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 85.7 0.0
4 25.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 75.0 0.0

11 0.0 0.0 0.0 9.1 0.0 90.9 18.1
16 0.0 0.0 0.0 6.2 0.0 93.8 12.5

734 1.4 0.0 1.4 4.1 0.0 93.1 1.4
95 2..1 1.1 0.0 5.3 1.1 90.4 0.0

404 0.7 0.5 0.7 3.2 0.2 94.7 0.0

2 0.0 0.0 50.0. 0.0 0.0' 50.0 0.0
/ 14.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 85.7 0.0'

7 0.0 0.0 14.3 0.0. 0.0 85.7 0.0
-13 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 7.7 ,

46 0.0 4.4 0.0 4.4 0.0 .91.2 6.5
77 5.2 -. 0.0 1.3 7.8 0.0" 85.7 5.2

I



County

APPENDIX B (cbntlnued)

Ethnic-Group .

Amer- Ethnic
Sur *An Fili- His- Data

ack White MissingEggi Jim tehir JAMIE A.1102 PAW. Itatt 13

64.7A e.0%TOTAL HS T 278,873 0.7% 6.2% 1.6% 17.9%. 8.9%
COUNTIES

VC N 8,364 0.6. 18.3 2.9 7.7 3.8

F 9,004 0.3 16.3 3.7 , 7.9 6.4.

CS11 N. _5.6
- 8.6F

_91,714.

11,939 0.7' 10.6 2.9 11.4

CCC 0, 44,565 1.6 6.7 2.2 14.7 9.4
F 47,699 1.5 4.6 2.1 15.3 10.6

TOTAL N 62,643 1.4 9.1 2.4" 13.3 8.0
(VC,CSO,CCC) F 68,642 1.2 7.2 2.5 13.6 9.7

T 131,285 1.3 8.1 2.4 13.5 . 8.8

66.7 2.5
654 -. 2.4

_416.1. 4-4
65.6 -4.2

65.4 3.2'

65.9 2z.9

65.8
65.8_
65.8

3.3
3.1
3.2

Note: The sum of the percentages for the six ethnic grourrin each row
equals #100.

'Numbers is the total number of stidents whose ..ethnicity was known..

The ethnicity of the high schOol graduates wits ohtalged from the
Commission's.19S3 High School Eligibility Study.

sohrce: California Postsecondary Education Commission.

^1

*4,
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